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Ir seems that the United States Government is prepar- 
ing for war, in case the redress they intend asking for, in 
respect of the execution at Santiago of Americans taken 
on board a vessel employed in bringing men and arms to 
the Cuban insurgents, should be refused, but nothing de- 
¢isive can be done until Congress meets a fortnight hence, 
as the President has no power to declare war. As some 
of the prisoners are British subjects (the number sixteen 
originally given has been reduced to five by a later tele- 





_ gram), we have the same cause of complaint as the 


Americans, and, are, therefore, concerned to inquire to 
what extent it is well founded. As yet, however, the in- 
formation we have received is too scanty and contradic- 
tory to warrant any positive judgment as to whether 
these executions were really a violation of international 
law, or were only morally blameable as barbarous and 
unnecessary. Ifthe Virginius were a neutral vessel carry- 
ing contraband of war the executions would be utterly 
indefensible, but it seems more probable that she had 
been for some time employed by the insurgents either as 
4 transport cr as a privateer, in either of which cases the 
persons on board, whatever their nationality, could hardly 
claim to be treated differently from native insurgents. 
- But, admitting this, and also admitting that at the be- 
ginning of an insurrection insurgents who are taken 
prisoners may properly be punished as rebels, it is urged 
that the struggle in Cuba has now been prolonged for 
some years, and has assumed the character of a civil war, 
and that, therefore, prisoners ought to be treated as in 
wars between independent States. It is true that in 
several recent civil wars, particularly the Sonderbund 
war in Switzerland and that between the Northern and 
Southern States, the usages of warfare between indepen- 
dent States were adopted between the belligerents, and 
prisoners, instead of being punished as criminals by the 
one side, and made the subject of reprisals by the other, 
were treated as ordinary prisoners of war. But such an 
adoption of the usages of international warfare must be 
Reiprocal, at least the principal motive for their adoption 
disappears when the other belligerent is unwilling to 
t, or cannot be trusted to adhere to, reciprocity ; 
which when a system of punishments and 
Teprisals has once begun, the exasperation thus produced 
makes it extremely difficult to substitute the opposite 
“aystem of ordinary prisoners of war. It is therefore im- 
ible to lay down a rule that after a civil war has 

& certain time and the insurrection assumed a 

_ tertain consistency and strength, the usages of ordinary 
Warfare should be deemed to apply. How far the pre- 
ding considerations may justify the treating the Vir. 
gmius prisoners as criminals, instead of as prisoners of 
_ War, depends upon circumstances as yet very imperfectly 
kmown to us. They can hardly, under any hypothesis, 
Sg the extreme severity of the sentences passed on 
Me prisoners; but this appears to us rather a question 


et morality than one of international right. 





Tue case of Burch v. Reid, decided last week by Six 
Robert Phillimore, has again directed attention to a very 
serious defect in English ecclesiastical law. The defen- 
dant was charged, upon the report of a bare majority of 
a commission of inquiry issued by the Bishop of 
Exeter, with soliciting the chastity of some of his female 
servants. The cause occupied five days, and in the re- 
sult the learned judge pronounced the defendant guilty 
of four of the charges made against him. As the case is 
now upon appeal it would be unbecoming to express any 
opinion upon its merits. The observations which are 
suggested to us by Sir R. Phillimore’s judgment would 
be equally applicable had the decision been the other 
way. 

It appears to us to be most unjust that a question 
affecting the character of a clergyman, and therefore 
affecting his prospects for life, should be committed to 
the judgment of any single judge, however highly 
qualified. A jury is the proper tribunal to determine 
such a question. No one would dream of placing a 
prisoner upon trial for his life before any single judge ; 
yet to a clergyman character is dearer than life, and 2 
mistake upon the part of the judge may entail upon him 
irretrievable ruin; or, should he be acquitted, may 
entail upon his parish irreparable mischief. We are far 
from saying that in Mr. Reid’s case any mistake has been 
committed. But previous cases of a similar character 
show that it can be committed. It may be replied 
that juries go wrong sometimes, and that, after all, 
the conclusion arrived at by one cultivated per- 
son is at least as likely to be right as the con- 
clusion arrived at by twelve uncultivated persons. 
We entirely dissent from this proposition. Juries often 
go wrong in civil cases, especially in a certain class of 
actions, such as breach of promise of marriage, seduc- 
tion, or false imprisonment. But in criminal cases their 
instinct is almost “unerring.”” At all events a wrong 
conviction is almost unknown. Occasionally, no doubt, 
they acquit upon insufficient grounds, although not so 
frequently as is sometimes supposed. The late Mr. 
Justice Willes and Mr. Baron Bramwell have on more than 
one occasion borne emphatic testimony to the sagacity of 
juries in criminal cases, and we believe that life, liberty 
or reputation would be more safely committed to a 
dozen respectable householders, than to any one individual, 
however learned and conscientious he may be. One 
man ought not to be called upon to decide upon 2 
mass of contradictory evidence, when a mistake upon 
his part is fraught with consequences so grave as those 
which follow in such a case as that of Mr. Reid. Surely, 
if the judge, as Judge of the Admiralty Court, is assisted 
upon every ordinary collision case by assessors, he 
ought also to be assisted by jurors in deciding as Dean 
of Arches upon criminal matters. Whether the jury 
summoned should be twelve in number or not is imma- 
terial. All we insist upon is that the future of the 
accused and the welfare of the parish of which he is the 
pastor should not depend upon the judgment of a single 
individual. We believe that no one would welcome a 
change such as we have indicated more heartily than the 
present able and conscientious Dean of Arches. In the 
interests of justice it certainly should be made without 
delay. 


Tue usacgs or tHE Srock Excuanes have at last seen 
the light of day. In Dent v. Nickalls, decided this 
week by the Court of Common Pleas, the same question 
arose as in Merry v. Nickalls (20 W. R. 929, L. R. 7 Ch. 
733); the jobber had given in the name of an infant; 
the name had not been objected to within ten days; and 
the question was whether the jobber was discharged. 
The cause was tried at Guildhall before Brett, J., and a 
special jury ; and evidence was given by the chairman of 
the Committee of the Stock Exchange and others; and 
in answer to a question of the learned jades, the jury 
found that there was no usage of the Exchange 
that it should be part of the contract between the first 
seller and first buyer of shares that if there are several 
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intermediate sales and the first purchaser executes a 
transfer to a person named to him without objecting to 
his name all intermediates are relieved from liability, 
though when the name is objected to after the transfer 
it is proved to be that of a person who would not after a 
transfer be liable as transferee. This finding has now, 
on a rule to enter a verdict for the defendant or 
for a new trial, been given effect to by the Court, who 
expressed themselves quite satisfied with the verdict. 
Brett, J., justly observed “ that hitherto the usages of the 
Stock Exchange had in all cases been stated for the 
opinion of the Court by agreement or by an arbitrator, 
and their correctness had therefore been of necessity 
assumed by the Courts. He had himself been very 
anxious to get those usages before a mercantile jury 
of the City of London, where the members of the 
Stock Exchange would have every opportunity of being 
heard and the public interest at the same time protected.” 
The plaintiff in the present case has fortunately had 
the courage to try that experiment, and the result is 
snch as might have been expected. It will be remem- 
bered that in Merry v. Nickalls Mellish, L.J., described 
the evidence of the witnesses for the defendant, as to 
the custom of the Stock Exchange, as stating the 
custom in the same way in which it had been stated in 
previous cases, and said that this statement as to the 
effect of the custom, when the name given was that of 
an infant, was only an “inference from that usage.” 
His lordship went on to say that he was not convinced 
as a matter of fact that there was any such rule of the 
Stock Exchange that the jobber was discharged though 
he gave a name without authority. His lordship’s doubt 
is now confirmed. 

It is worth while to notice the immense value of services 
that have been often rendered in the administration of law 
by verdicts of a special jury of the City of London. 
Bringing to the questions before them a knowledge of 
the practices of commerce which cannot be obtained 
elsewhere, and looking at these questions from a mer- 
cantile point of view, they constitute, under the direc- 
tion of an able judge, the best possible tribunal for 
estimating the evidence on mercantile usages which is 
brought forward; and while the decisions of lawyers 
on questions of this nature are always liable to be chal- 
lenged, as the decisions of men not practically conver- 
sant with business, the decision of a competent jury, 
given effect to by the Courts, comes with a weight which 
cannot be resisted. 





Ox Wepnespay tast Vice-Chancellor Hall visited a 
solicitor, under rather peculiar circumstances, with the 
payment of costs occasioned by his acts. An order had 
been made by the Court of Chancery for the payment of 
certain taxed costs. Soon after the taxation, Mr. King, 
the solicitor of the successful parties, applied for pay- 
ment to Mr. Shearman, the solicitor on the other side, 
and sent him, by a clerk, for his approval, an unsigned form 
of authority to pay the costs to Mr. King. According to 
the Vice-Chancellor’s view of the evidence, this form was 
approved by Mr.Shearman, and the clerk on takingit away 
said that the necessary signatures would beobtained, and 
the authority furnished in a few days. Under these cir- 
cumstances, Mr. Shearman waited for the authority be- 
fore offering to pay thecosts. Mr. Kingin themeantime had 
been misled by his clerk as to what had taken place 
between the latter and Mr. Shearman, and, influenced by 
this mistake, he issued writs against Mr. Shearman’s 
clients, under which their property was taken in execu- 
tion. The amount of the levy having been paid under 
protest, Mr. Shearman’s clients applied to the Court of 
Chancery that the writs might be set aside as having 
been issued contrary to good faith, or, if the Court would 
not do this, then that Mr. King might be ordered to pay 
to the applicants the damages, costs, charges, and ex- 
penses attending the issuing of the writs, and also the 
coste of the application. The Vice-Chancellor refused to 


against Mr. King. His Honour admitted that in such g 
case asolicitor could not bind his clients not to enforgg 
payment. But, under the circumstances, he declined jg 
enter into the question whether Mr. King had the 
sanction of his clients to the issuing of the writs. That 
he had their express and imperative orders to issue them 
does not seem to have been alleged by him. 

The decision seems to have been pronounced in exereige 
of the power which the Court has over solicitors as officers 
of the Court whether its summary jurisdiction is specially 
invoked or not; his Honour referring, among other 
to Aubrey v. Aspinall (Jac. 441), where a false plea had 
been filed in order to cause delay, and, on an application 
by the plaintiff that the plea might be taken off. the file, 
the solicitor who gave instructions for it was ordered tp 
pay all the costs out of pocket. Mr. King was no doubt 
thoroughly misled by his clerk; but, as between Mp, 
King and Mr. Shearman’s clients, the former was bound 
by what actually took place between his clerk and My, 
Shearman. Mr. King, therefore, was to be considered 
as having undertaken to send the authority in a few days, 
He made no attempt to get the authority, gave no notice 
to Mr. Shearman of his having given up the idea of pm. 
curing it, and, while Mr. Shearman’s clients were thus 
lulled into a false security, took measures which brought 
expense and annoyance upon them. In the view of the 
Court of Chancery this conduct of a solicitor in enforcing 
one of its orders was improper, anddeserving such punish. 
ment as the Court inflicted. 





WE HAVE MORE THAN ONCE remarked on the frequent 
applications that have been lately made of the process 
for so-called contempt of court, and upon the disposition 
shown in some quarters to extend its scope. All legal 
rules, like all definite forms of thought, have a tendeney 
to enlarge their limits and encroach upon the undefined; 
and it is not to be expected that a practice so likely to 
appeal to vanity and the love of arbitrary power 
should grow less constant. Naturally, indeed, the 
exercise of any power (as may be seen in the case of 
children) tends to repeat itself. The subject, however, 
seems to be fast approaching the region of comedy; 
for last week the ludicrous spectacle was exhibited of 
the unfortunate gasman who rules the lights in West 
minster Hall being brought before that Court whose jus 
tices are, as Lord Coke says, “the sovereign justices of 
oyer and terminer, gaol delivery, conservators of the 
peace, &c., in the realm,” and solemnly informed that to 
dazzle the eyes of the judge by turning on too strongs 
light would be deemed contempt of court. It would be 
a pity if a really useful power should be too much dis- 
credited to be any longer available. 


THE suMMARY JURISDICTION of the Courts over at 
torneys and solicitors in matters connected with their 
professional character might obviously be converted 
into a means of gross oppression if it could be invoked at 


will by every discontented or cantankerous client. In the 
case of Lx parte Pitt (5 Dowl. 439, 5 B. & Ad. 1077) Lord 
Denman, after consulting with the other judges and the 
master of the Crown Office, laid down the rule that ap- 
plications calling upon attorneys to answer matters 
affecting their professional character can only be made 
through counsel. “It is,” said his Lordship, “like a motion 
for a criminal information; he ought to have the opmion 
of a barrister that there is ground for the proceeding.” 
This wholesome rule was re-affirmed on Saturday last 
by the Court of Exchequer in a case reported in another 
column. The affidavit of the applicant was allowed # 
be read, doubtless through inadvertence, but Bramweéll, 
B., pointed out to him that, of the two modes of obtain- 
ing redress for the alleged grievance, the more summary 
could only be adopted through the intervention of counsel, 





THE SEMI-OFFICIAL ANNOUNCEMENT that after the Judi 
cature Act comes into operation the law officers of the” 





set aside the writs; but he made the order asked for 


Crown will not, so far as concerns the action of Liberal 
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| Such g i Governments, continue to have “any particular claim” | and without knowledge on the part of the plaintiff ‘if the 
— j such vacancies as may arise in the chief seats of | plaintiff is the immediate indorsee from the drawer) of 
ined to Law Courts, will have removed much of the | the fact of the lunacy (see Molton v. Camroux, 4Ex. 19; 
ad the #§ gxiety caused by the appointment of a Solicitor-General | Baxter v. Lord Portsmouth, 5 B. & C. 170). 

That in Westminster Hall or Lincoln’s Inn. In But, in the second place, although it is clear that 






gher respects there is not much to be said. Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt is a clever and forcible speaker, a shrewd poli- 





















Xercise (iM tian, and a dangerous opponent. His letters in the 
officers Hi Times, and his speeches on the Judicature Bill, showed 
pecially #% jim to be an able and zealous law reformer, although 
T cases, i they were occasionally calculated to give rise to a feel- 
ea had ing of regret that so much zeal should not be more 
ication #% \wgely leavened with knowledge and tempered with 
he file, J gscretion. 

ered tp 

) doubt 





WHAT IS ADMITTED BY THE ACCEPTANCE OF 
A BILL OF EXCHANGE. 


That acceptance of a bill of exchange admits the bill 
ibe validly drawn, is well settled law (see Sanderson v. 
Colman, 4 M. & Gr. 209); but the extent to which it 
admits the validity of the indorsement is much less clear. 
The rule as to the admission by acceptance of a valid 
drawing in effect amounts to this, that it must be taken, 
43 against the acceptor, that the person who actually 
drew the bill was a person capable by law of draw- 

a bill, and was either himself the very person 
described in the bill as the drawer, or was authorised by 
the person or persons so described to draw it in his or 
their name or names in the manner appearing on the bill. 

Now, it is to be observed that acceptance admits 
nothing as tothe indorsement except so far as an ad- 
nission as to indorsement follows in some manner as a 



















“a qmsequence from the admitted drawing of the bill. 
; egal Whether the bill be drawn to the order of the drawer or 
ina ofa third person, the acceptance does not admit anything 
a] to wtothe genuineness of the indorsement (that is, that it 
al was made by the person by whom it purports to be made), 





even though the indorsement may have been on the bill 
atthe time of the acceptance (Smith v. Chester, 1 T. R. 
64; Robarts v. Tucker, 16 Q. B. 560). The question, 












be then, as to what the acceptance admits as to indorse- 
d of ment, arises only where the bill is drawn payable to 
Test. dawer's order, and then the question is whether acceptance 
‘i admits that the person described as the drawer of the 
: of bil, and who has actually indorsed it, had the legal 
= capacity to indorse, and whether it admits that the person 
at to who actually indorsed it in the name of the person or 
persons described as the drawer or drawers of it had 
ng : 
dt authority to do so. 
dis» First, then, acceptance admits that the person described 





wthe drawer of the bill had the legal capacity to in- 
dorse. This is shown by Taylor v.' Croker (4 Esp. 187), 
Which, though only a Nisi Prius decision, has been fre- 
quently recognised, where the bill in question was drawn 
and indorsed by infants; by Smith v. Marsack (6 C. B. 
486), where the drawer and indorser was a married 
| Woman; and by //allifaw v. Lyle (3 Ex. 446), where the 
drawers and indorsers were a corporation, without power 
fo draw and indorse bills. And this seems to be carried 
will further by the cases of Drayton v. Dale (2 B. & C. 
998), Pitt v. Chappelow (8 M. & W. 616), and Braith- 
waite v. Gardiner (8 Q. B. 473), where it was held that 
éven a supervening bankruptcy of the drawer had not 
the effect of freeing the acceptor from his admission of 
the capacity of the drawer to indorse in any case where 
the bill has been actually negotiated on that indorsement 
Without knowledge of the incapacity (as to the effect of 
Which see what is said in Smith v. Marsack, ubi sup., as 
to the case of Barlow v. Bishop, 1 East, 432). How far 
rule would extend to the case of lunacy at the time 

f the indorsement is not quite clear. In Alcock v. 
Alcock (3 M. & Gr. 268) a plea raising such a defence was 
to be pleaded, but what became of the plea is 

Rot recorded ; it is probable that, in order to deprive the 
Mceptor of the right of denying the indorsement on this 
it must appear that (as in the case of the bank- 
Mpt) the bill has been negotiated on the indorsement, 
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acceptance does not admit the genuineness of the indorser’s 
signature, does it under any, and what circumstances admit 
that the actual indorser had authority to make a valid 
indorsement in the name of the apparent drawer of the 
bill? This, as we have already pointed out, must depend 
on an inference to be derived from the admission of the 
valid drawing, either taken alone or coupled with some 
further circumstances. Now, if the apparent drawer is a 
wholly fictitious person or a dead man, the acceptance 
admits that the person who actually drew the bill to 
drawer’s order in that fictitious name, and indorsed it in 
the same, has made an effectual indorsement (Cooper v. 
Meyer, 10 B. & C. 468; Ashpitel v. Bryan, 5 B. & S. 
723). Admitting the existence of this fictitious or non- 
existent person as a drawer, the acceptor admits the 
existence of some one capable of indorsing in that name; 
and as that person can be none other than the actual 
drawer, he admits the capacity of the actual drawer to 
indorse in that name. It is like the case where the name 
used is that of a firm of several persons, under which de- 
scription one person only trades, and draws bills in that 
style (Bass v. Clive,4 M. & 8.13). But (as will appear) 
to this case must be limited the expression used in C 

v. Meyer (10 B. & C. at p. 471) by Lord Tenterden“ TI 
think the fair construction of the acceptor’s undertaking 
is that he will pay to the signature of the same person 
who then signed for the drawer.” And, again, it is upon 
the same principle that a man who has given a blank 
acceptance is liable on the indorsement of any person 
who actually draws the bill (Schultz v. Astley, 2 Bing. 
N. C. 544); and here, again, we must limit to this state 
of facts the observations of Tindal, C.J.,in that case, 
where he says (p. 553)—“‘ And if the defendant is estopped 
from denying the right of the drawer to draw the bill, 
whoever he may be, he is bound by the indorsement made 
by such drawer, after such indorsement is proved to have 
been made by such drawer.” In such a case the admis- 
sion of the right to indorse is a necessary consequence of 
the right to draw, or the person who actually drew the 
bill is in effect the drawer under the assumed name. 


But where the bill is actually drawn by a person pur- 
porting to sign as agent for the apparent drawer, or 
where a person, not being the apparent drawer, simply 
signs the name of the apparent drawer as if he had au- 
thority to do so, whether fraudulently or merely without 
authority either real or ostensible, there is no such neces- 
sary consequence. Here there is a real person in whose 
name the bill purports and is understood by the acceptor 
to be drawn, and whose drawing the acceptor meant to 
honour: that person may, if he pleases, ratify the signa- 
ture and indorse the bill. Now as to this Robinson v. 
Yarrow (7 Taunt. 455) shows that where a person pur- 
ports to sign the name of the apparent drawer by pro- 
curation the acceptance does not admit the authority of 
the same person to indorse in like manner, not even 
where there has been nothing since the drawing of the 
bill to change the relation of the person so purporting to 
sign by procuration and those for whom he purports to 
sign. Still less would it be so, therefore, if he had, in 
fact, had authority to draw but never to indorse. The 
acceptance admits that the bill was well drawn; it there- 
fore implicitly admits the agency of the person purporting 
to sign by procuration so to draw the bill; but no such 
necessary implication is raised by it as to the indorsing. 
The principle cannot be different where the person who 
actually drew the bill simply signed the name of the 
apparent drawer; and so in fact was the decision in 
Beeman v. Duck (11 M. & W. 251), where the drawer’s 
name was forged. The Court stated the defendant's 
contention as follows (p. 255) :— The defendant, it is 
said, admits by his acceptance that the bill was drawn in 
the names of B. and W., by themselves or by some agent 
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authorised to draw it in their name; but it does not 
admit that it was indorsed by themselves or some agent 
authorised to indorse, which is a different species of 
authority;’’ and to this statement of the law they 
accede. And indeed, if it were otherwise there seems 
no reason why the acceptor should not in every case 
be held to admit the genuineness of the first in- 
dorsement of a bill drawn to drawer’s order, which, 
as has been already pointed out, is clearly otherwise. 
Similarly in the recent case of Garland v. Jacomb (21 
W. R. 868, L. R. 8 Ex. 216), where the bill was 
drawn by a member of a partnership which (not being a 
trading partnership) did not’ convey an ostensible 
authority to draw bills in the partnership name, and 
where no real authority existed, it was held that the 
acceptor was not estopped from denying the authority to 
indorse. It was thrown out by the Court that if the 
defendant had accepted the bill, in order that the partner 
who thus without authority signed the partnership name 
should negotiate the bill, it might have been a question 
whether the estoppel would not have arisen, and for this 
the Court referred to Beeman v. Duck (11 M. & W. 251). 
The passage there referred to must be that where Parke, 
B., in delivering the judgment of the Court, after stat- 
ing the defendant’s contention as above quoted, pro- 
eeeds (p. 255)—“ And we cannot help thinking there is 
great weight in that argument, if the defendant accepted 
the bill in ignorance of the forgery; but if he knew of 
it, and intended that the bill should be put into circula- 
tion by a forged indorsement in the name of the same 
firm, by the same party who drew it, the case seems to 
fall within the principle of Cooper v. Meyer.” The line 
of reasoning seems to be as follows:—The acceptor of a 
bill must be taken to know who is the drawer; a person 
therefore who accepts a bill drawn in a fictitious name 
must be taken to know that the apparent drawer is a 
nobody, and must therefore be taken to mean that the 
bill shall be indorsed by the somebody, “ whoever he 
may be,” who drew the bill, and in fact that he would 
pay to that indorsement (Cooper v. Meyer). On the 
same principle~namely, that the aeceptor, who knew 
the drawer’s name to be forged, and has nevertheless 
accepted with a view to the bill being indorsed and 
negotiated by the forger, must be taken to have meant 
that he would pay to that person’s indorsement, he is 
estopped from denying the validity of his indorsement 
(as suggested in Beeman v. Duck); and so again, with 
respect to an unauthorised use by a partner of the part- 
nership name, the acceptor who accepts to the unau- 
thorised signature of the partner with a view to the in- 
dorsement and negotiation of the bill by that partner 
must be taken to have meant that he would pay to the 
signature of that partner (as suggested in Garland v. 
Jacomb). But here the inference seems too broadly 
stated, for the reasoning requires that the acceptor 
should have meant, not only that the partner should 
indorse and negotiate the bill, but that he should in- 
dorse and negotiate without authority from his partner, 
—that is, that he should negotiate it in such a way as 
that the partnership should not be bound. In the first 
case the acceptor necessarily contemplates an unreal 
indorsement; in the second case he is said to contem- 
plate a “forged indorsement”; is it not requisite, 
therefore, that in the third case he should contemplate 
an unauthorised indorsement? Whether or not this 
is meant to be implied we are not clear; but it cannot 
be safely assumed that it was meant to be excluded. In 
the case therefore where the bill is drawn in the name 
of a real person or firm, it cannot be assumed that ac- 
ceptance admits the yalidity of the indorsement in any 
case, except where the acceptor knows that it is drawn 
without authority, and means that it shall be indorsed 
without authority by the person who actually drew it. 
The case of Garland y. Jacomb is at least a clear au- 
thority that the acceptance of a bill drawn in the name 
of 4 partnership which does not confer on its members 
the ostensible power of drawing bills in the partnership 





me = 
name, will not amount to an admission that the mem, 
bers of the partnership possess the ostensible powerty 
indorse bills in the partnership name which belongs to 
trading partnership. 

Before concluding it is worth while to notice anothg 
point raised in the last-named case. It was suggeste) 
by the Court that if the other partner had assented tp 
the drawing of the bill, he would have conel 
established against himself that the indorsing of pore 
was necessary for the purposes of the firm, in which emp 
each partner would have had the same power to indonp 
the bill as if it had been a trading partnership, Agi} 
did not appear that the other partner did assent to th 
drawing, and as moreover it appeared that the plaintiff 
took the bill for a separate transaction with the partner 
who alone had to do with the bill (as to which see Leven. 
son v. Lane, 11 W. R. 74, 13 C. B. N.S. 278), it was 
unnecessary to decide this; but it seems in accordance 
with principle, and seems to be, in fact, the opinion of 
the Court. We refer to this point chiefly on accountof 
the case of Lewis v. Reilly (1 Q. B. 349), which the 
Court referred to as supporting this view. Now, the 
case is very singular. Ore member of a firm of surgeons 
with the sanction of the other member, drew a Dill in, 
the partnership name, and, after the dissolution of the 
partnership, without the consent of the other partner, 
indorsed it to the plaintiff, who knew of the dissolution, 
for a private debt. Now, in the case of a trading fitm 
which does draw bills, it has been held that after adis. 
solution one member cannot indorse a bill drawn by the 
partnership before the dissolution without the consent of 
the other members (Kilgour v. Finlyson, 1 H. B. 155; 
Abel v. Sutton, 3 Esp. 108; Smith v. Winter, 4M. & W. 
454); nevertheless, it was held by the Court that the bill 
was well indorsed. The case seems to have been slenderly 
argued, and the ground of defence just mentioned, 
though set up by the plea, seems not to have bem 
enforced in argument, nor were the cases above quoted 
referred to. The Court, indeed, say that as to this bill 
the partners had created an indissoluble partnership ; bub 
why this should be so in the case of a partnership whith 
does not by custom draw bills, more than in the case of 
one which does, is not atallclear. Moreover, in that case 
the bill was taken for a separate debt, and in Garland, 
Jacomb it is admitted that this would have negatived the 
ostensible authority of one partner to indorse, which 
would have arisen had the transaction with the plaintiff 
been a partnership one. The case is one which cannot 
be relied on except to the extent to which it is adopted, 
as above mentioned, in Garland v. Jacomb. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Soricrrorn—Taxation—Seriszs or Birtzs. 
Re Cartwright, L.C. for M.R., 21 W. R. 861. 

In this case a point of considerable importance to the 
profession was discussed, though, as the actual decision 
turned upon special circumstances, it was not definitely 
settled. Mr, Cartwright, a solicitor, had been retained on 
behalf of the plaintiff in a suit of Z'wrner v. Comber, 
Between the 6th of March, 1871, and the 29th of February, 
1872, he delivered five bills of costs, and shortly after 
each delivery a payment on account was made. On 
last mentioned date he delivered a sixth bill, and the 
client then objected to some items as overcharges, On 
the 6th of November, 1872, Mr. Cartwright delivered & 
signed letter, in which he informed the client that he 
considered certain charges which he specified, and whidh 
related to dates between February, 1870, and rye 3 
1871,.to be undercharges, and that he should seek 


increase them by the amounts mentioned in the lettet 
During the whole time covered by the bills the relation 
of solicitor and client subsisted, and the solicitor kept 
against the client one account current which was never 


~~ 
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gfttled, and in which the bills of costs were entered on 
me side and the payments on account entered on the 
other, without being attributed to any particular bill. 
Qnder all these circumstances the Lord Chancellor 
msidered the series of bills as equivalent to one entire 
the delivery of which was not completed until the 
delivery of the last of the partial bills, and accordingly 
@ 4 summons taken out in November, 1872, taxation of 

the whole series was directed. 

- Of course it is not likely that precisely similar circum - 
st will occur in another case. The argument of Mr. 
*s counsel, however, went so far as to maintain that 
er one particular business—as, for instance, a 
suit—is conducted throughout by one soli- 
¢itor, though signed bills may from time to time during 
the course of the business be delivered, and the amounts 
ing due be paid in whole or in part, yet the entire 


ries constitutes but one bill, which is to be considered 


delivered on the date of the delivery of the final bill. 
Insupport of this proposition Stokes v. Trumper (3 W. R. 
§03, 2 K. & J. 232), which was founded to some extent 
Whitehead v. Lord (7 Ex. 691), and Re Street (L. R. 

Eq. 165, 18 W. R. Ch. Dig. 130), were appealed to. 
Bat the Lord Chancellor, while admitting that there was 
sme colour for the proposition, expressly refrained from 
firming it, and indeed intimated that the balance of his 
jon was against it. Stokes v. Trumper, the main 
muthority in favour of the argument, was compromised 
om appeal, and it will be seen that the recent case, so far 
from supporting it, rather throws doubt upon its cor- 


tectness. 





COMMON LAW. 
Practice. 


Folkard v. Metropolitan Railway Company, C.P., 21 
W.R. 736, L. R. 8 C. P. 470. 


The words in various rules and 


statutes which 
certain matters of practice to be done upon 

or immediately after a certain event, are different, 
but the substance and meaning of them are pretty 
much the same. The intention is that no consider. 
ible time shall elapse before the thing is done, so 
that the inconveniences of suspense may not be suffered, 
md that the changes which time brings with it may 
tot alter the nature of the act itself. Their meaning 
ad purpose cannot be better expressed than by the 
words of Maule, J., and Rolfe, B., in Shuttleworth v. 
Cocker (1 M. & Gr. 829), and T’hompson v. Gibson (8 M. 
&W. 281), where those learned judges had to construe 
the statutory rule that a certificate for costs must in cer- 
tain cases be given immediately after the trial. In the 
former case Maule, J., said, “it was the intention of the 
Act to exclude any impression being made on the mind of 
the judge, except what was produced at the trial ;” and in 
thelatter case Rolfe, B., said,“ I think the words used by my 
brother Maule afford the best test as to the proper con- 
ittuction of the statute, coupling with it the additional 
@ullification that it is to be done with all convenient 
speed.” In the present case the Court had to construe 
Metion 10 of the Mayor’s Court Procedure Act, by which 
the judge is empowered “upon” the trial to give leave 
agi a Superior Court; the facts being that the 
had on the trial, after non-suiting the plaintiff, 
Tefused leave to move, and then, three days afterwards, 
ve. The Court construed “upon.” as not ex- 
: a certain time after the trial, but held (Brett, J., 
ting) that the leave came too late. We should 
have thought, but for the dissent of Brett, J., that there 


@uld be no doubt of the soundness of this view. The 
Tmark of Grove, J., seems decisive, “here it was not a 
(se in which nothing was done, and in which time was 
Ma to consider; but the judge refused leave, and the 
gaining the verdict might conclude that the 

i was at an end;’’ but the circumstance thns re- 
atred. to was even more important than it is here re- 

Mesented. It is to be observed that Maule, J., says that 





the impression should be that produced at the trial, 
which is something different from the expression used 
by some other judges that it must be the impression 
produced by the evidence given at the trial. Im the 
present case there was obviously not only suspense of 
the parties, but change of opinion in the judge, pro- 
duced by, or during, the period of suspense, so that 
both things which, according to Maule, J., and Rolfe, B., 
were intended to be guarded against, happened. 


Marine Insurance —FREIGHT. 


Allison v. Bristol Marine Insurance Company, C.P., 
21 W. R. 734. 

The plaintiff insured with the defendant “freight 
valued at £2,000.” Half the freight had been, in fact, 
paid in advance, and was therefore no longer at the 
owner’s risk; the whole freight amounted to about 
double the sum of £2,000. The vessel was stranded, and 
only half the cargo delivered, and the plaintiff claim- 
ing for his loss (that is for the whole of the half 
remaining at his risk) the defendants sought to apply 
the rule recognised in Crowley v. Cohen (3 B. & Ad. 
478), that the assured can only recover that propor- 
tion of the loss which the valued amount bears to 
the whole value of the matter at risk. To this the 
defendant replied that he meant only to insure so much 
of the freight as remained at his risk, and the Court 
held that he could give evidence to show that his inten- 
tion was, in fact, only to insure half the freight, and not 
the whole freight, and that he was therefore entitled to 
recover the whole amount of the policy. It is to be 
wished the grounds of the judgment had been more 
clearly stated. Brett, J., says that “ when ‘the policy is 
in general terms, either party may confine them to what 
was intended to be insured by the assured, though not 
disclosed.” But he adds—“ Thus, if it was on ‘ freight’ 
generally, if either could show that the charter-party 
was before the parties when the policy was made, and 
that it was agreed that such should be the subject- 
matter, the insurance, though the term was general, be- 
came an insurance on chartered freight’’; bnt in the 
case supposed the limitation of the subject-matter would 
be disclosed. Bovill, C.J., says that the term “freight” 
is of wide significance, and may include all earnings of 
the ship (citing Lord Tenterden’s words in Flint v. 
Flemyng, 1 B. & Ad. at p..48, to which may be added 
what was said in the recent case of Denoon v. Home 
and Colonial Assurance Company, 20 W. R. 970, 971, 
L. R. 7 C. P. 341), that it could therefore include the 
plaintiff's interest in the freight, and that it was for the 
underwriters to limit it by express words; but in fact 
the defendants did not seek to limit it, but said it in- 
cluded the whole freight, including the plaintiff's inte- 
rest in it; it was the plaintiff who sought to say it 
meant, not the whole freight, but only half the freight. 
Irving v. Richardson (2 B. & Ad. 193) was cited for the 
plaintiff; but that case (if it has any bearing at all) 
would have applied more nearly if the plaintiff had 
claimed that he meant to insure the interest of the shipper 
as well as his own, as in the case cited the mortgagee 
might have insured for himself and the mortgagor also. 
Crowley v. Cohen (ubi sup.), which was not cited, seems 
much more favourable to the plaintiff's contention. The 
effect of the decision seems best expressed by Grove, J., 
who says that “ with an insurance in general terms the 
assured may show, I will not say what was in his mind, 
but rather what was at risk,” that is, at Ais risk, And 
the case decides that the assured may not only recover 
according to his actual interest in other respects, but 
that he may also apply the valued amount to his actual 
instead of his apparent interest, A second point raised 
in the case was, that as the advanced freight was paid at 
the vate of £1 1s, per ton, that payment was to be 
appropriated ton by ton, and that the plaintiff was there- 
fore entitled to tecover from the shipper the remaining 
£1 1s, on each ton actually delivered, The Court, how. 
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ever, held that the pre-payment was general, and that 
the reference to £1 1s. per ton was only a mode of esti- 
mating the amount to be paid, which seems the probable 
and reasonable view. 





NOTES. 


The Pall Mall Gazette reports some remarks recently 
made at the Warwick County Court on a practice, which it 
appears has lately prevailed, uf issuing spurious notices 
purporting to come from County Courts. The following 
sampleofone of these notices was produced by the registrar, 
who said it had been issued by a “respectable” firm of 
coal merchants at Leamington :—“ Notice before proceed- 
ing in the County Courts for the more easy recovery of 
small debts and demands, sec. 9 and 10 Vic., cap. 95. 
Notice is hereby given that unless the sum of £ s. d. due 
from you to —— be paid on or before ——, proceedings 
will be taken against you under the above Act. It is 
hoped you will deem it prudent to pay the amount, and 
thereby avoid the expenses to which you will otherwise be 
liable. By order. £s.d. To——, dated this — day of 

, 18—. (Extracts, 9 and 10 Vic., cap. 95, ‘And be it 
enacted that if a party summoned shall not attend as 
required by the summons, it shall be lawful for such judge 
to commit the party so summoned to prison for any period 
not exceeding forty days.’ And it is farther enacted, 
* That when the judge shall have made an order for the 
payment of money, and such order shall not be complied 
with, the amount shall be recoverable by execation against 
the goods and chattels of the said party, but should there 
be no effects imprisonment for forty days.’ This term of 
imprisonment not releasing them from the debt).” It was 
stated ky the professional gentlemen practising in the 
conrt that these spurious notices are very generally 
circulated. The jadge said that the receipt of documents 
of this description, with their abominable references to 
repealed enactments, enabling a judge to commit to prison 
for forty days in default, was likely to produce illness as 
well as alarm to many persons, and it occurred to him 
to suggest whether a person living at a long distance from 
the court who was frightened by one of the documents in 
questicn into attending the court for the purpose of pre- 
venting the consequences which were falsely alleged to 
ensue, could not recover the expepses he had incurred in 
consequence of the misrepresentation. 


There seems to have been a remarkable law officer in 
the State of Louisiana. We learn from the St. Louis 
Jowrnal of Law that in the case of State of Louisiana v. 
James Graham the Supreme Court recently came to the 
following conclusions :— 


“ The Court does not recognise the right of the Attorney- 
General, whose term of office is about expiring, to make an 
agreement so as to prevent his successor from taking an 
appeal and otherwise discharging his duty to the State. 
An Attorney-General who palpably neglects his duty and 
who abandons the interest of the State which he was 
charged to protect and to defend, has no authority to make 
contracts binding on his successor for a like dereliction of 
duty. The Attorney-General is not the State, but only its 
counsel. His agreement,to acquiesce ina jadgment is not 
the acquiescence of the State, nor does it bind a succeed- 
ing Attorney-General not to take an appeal, when the time 
for appealing has not elapsed.” 


We are glad to learn from the Australian and New 
Leland Gazette that the solicitors of Brisbane bave formed 
a law society, to be called the Queensland Law Society. 
The objects of the society are expressed to be to 
represent generally the views and wishes of the members, 
to afford greater opportunities for the acquirement and 
diffusion of legal knowledge, to preserve the integrity of 
their branch of the legal profession, to watch proposed 
changes, and aid amendments and reforms likely to be 

ial in the law, to suppress any illegal or dishonour- 
able practice, to promote good feeling and encourage 
proper conduct amongst the members of the profession, to 
afford means of reference for the amicable settlement of 





professional differences, and to consider and d 
upon all matters affecting the interests of the profesgig, 


generally. 


A correspondent suggests that while revising the Statny 
Book Parliament may well sanction the repeal of the won, 
than useless enactments which prohibit the home.growi 
of tobacco. In thereign of Charles II., he says, sever) 
Acts of Parliament (12 Car. 2 c, 35; 15 Car. 2 c. 7, sg, 
16, 17, are still in force) were passed, from the sever) 
preambles of which it appears that the reason for prohibit, 
ing the “ setting, planting, improving to grow, making 
curing” “ any tobaccho” were :—1l. That the Americay 
colonies should be encouraged. 2. That tobacco planted 
in England was considered not so good and wholesome { 
the takers thereof,” and 3. The fiscal question as to the 
difficulty of collecting the duty on home produce, Th 
first enactment contained an absolute prohibition againg, 
the growth of any tobacco except in quantities of less thay 
half a rood for ‘‘phisicke and chirurgery,” imposed, 
penalty of £2 per rood and the forfeiture of the tobacm 
grown, and desired the sheriffs and other officers to de 
stroy all planted contrary to the statute. It appear, 
however, that the growth was very profitable, for the 
pénalty was a few years later increased to £40 per acm, 
and that not having the desired effect, a penalty was bya 
subsequent Act imposed on officers not preventing th 
cultivation of the ‘ noxious weed,’’ and failing to grabit 
up in the most ruthless way whenever discovered. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THe New ScaLE or CoMMIssION. 


Sir,—As there appears to exist a great diversity of 
opinion upon the above, I send you particulars of two 
matters occurring in. my office, the first showing how in. 
adequate the proposed allowance will be in very many 
cases, the second showing how much higher the remuner- 
tion of a house agent is than that of a solicitor 

Tn 1871 a client of my firm agreed by letter to purchase 
some land situate in Kent for £300. The abstract, consis 
ing of fifty-one sheets, was delivered, and, there being no 
condition in the agreement, my firm, as solicitors for the 
purchaser, had to make about thirty-six requisitions. The 
title deeds were at a town thirty-four miles from London 
and my partner and one of our clerks went there 
examine the abstract, starting from Charing-cross at 9 a.m, 
and reaching there on their return at 10 p.m. The vem 
dors, after a very long correspondence between theif 
solicitor and my firm, had to allow £50 ont of the purchase 
money on account of their inability to comply with some of 
the requisitions. Onur bill of costs amounted to £42 63.84, 
the costs out of pocket being £4 8s. 4d. Had the proposed 
scale been in operation and compulsory, my firm would 
have recsived for all the work dove in this case the sum of 
£7 10s., or if taker upon the £300, the original price, the 
muonificent sum of £9. If the land had been sold through 
an agent he would have received for the mere negotiation 
£15. The second case is as follows. My firm, in September 
last, acted for both parties in the assigment of a leasehold 
house. The house was originally taken for two years a 
£75 per annum, being the rack rent. The lessee had sine 
attached some fixtures, and being desirous of leaving thé 
house, put it into the hands of an agent, who agreed to sell 
the fixtures for £95, and the honse for £5. The agett 
attended the completion, and received as follows :— 

Commission on sale at £5 per cent. 

For letting house at 7} per cent. on first 
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Our bill of costs, including costs‘ out of 
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whereby it will be seen that the house agent received 
£4 11s, more than the solicitor. In sach @ case as this 
I suppose that, under the proposed 

bound to adopt it, I should have received as vendor 6a 
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purchaser's solicitor £5 15s, being £4 17s. 6d. less than 
the sum received by the house agent. 

Tho Act of 1870, allowing solicitors to make agreements 
rith their clients, is a most convenient Act, as thereunder 
ssolicitor can, on ascertaining the probable work involved, 
fra sum by coramission on the consideration or otherwise, 
jut it appears to me impossible, in the present state of 
the practice, to fix a rate of commission properly re- 
unerating the practitioner under all circumstances, and to 
make the proposed scale compulsory, and thus take away 
the option the solicitor now has, of making oat his bill of 
sts, instead of charging the proposed commission, would 
jemost impolitic, and in many cases most unjust to the 

itioner. When the transfer of land is made as simple 


sthat of Consols a commission can be properly fixed, but I 
imst that when that time arrives the solicitor will be 
qnsidered entitled to a commission at least equal to, if not ; 
sore, that now charged by the auctioneer or house agent. | 
M.G.E. | 

| 

| 








ATTORNEYS’ GRIEVANCES. 

Sir, The attorneys complain loudly, and with only too | 
wuch reason, of the subordinate position which they hold in | 
the legal world, and of the many slights put upon ther by | 
the‘ higher branch ” of the profession ; but (as is often the 
ase with the down-trodden) they have themselves to blame 


continue to respect those who show that they have ceased | 
fo respect themselves. | 

Our learned superiors, the barristers, are wise enough to | 
wpreciate the fact that ‘a saint in serge is twice a saint in | 
hwo,” in other words, they know the solid value of keeping | 
appearances, witness their old Inns of Court, theirancient | 
forms and ceremonies ; and last not least, the antique wig and | 
gown ; and I think all these outward appliaiaces are wisely 

rved, not merely to impress the multitude—thongh 

is ssmething—but to maintain and perpetuate an esprit 
& corps and a self-respect which would, without them, 
trtainly die out. 

Why do attorneys lag behind in these particulars? Why 
lave they discarded the gown and bands which they are 
tatitled, as learned clerks, to wear? In these rushing, 
ttiving days it is even more necessary thun ever that 
those who have any right to a mark of distinction should 
Wear it. 

T observe that Mr. Charley is attempting to form a 
"Legal Practitioners’ Society,” and the objects of it, as 
tated by that gentleman in his speech, on ‘lhursday last, 
we highly commendable ; but I fear it will be found to be 
useless for the one branch of the profession to coquet 
with the other as to attempt to weld Law and Equity into 
te homogeneous whole. 

Tet attorneys follow the example set them by the barris- 
tas, keep to themselves, stand shoulder to shoulder when 
ihtir privileges are attacked, and neglect no advantage, 

of custom or costume, which has been handed down 
i JoHN TUCKER. 
68, Chancery-lane, Nov. 21. 


JARMAN’s CONVEYANCING. 


Sir,—Can you inform me when the remaining volumes of 
te Srd edition of ‘‘ Jarman’s Conveyancing ” are likely to 
Wepublisted ? 

1841 I purchased the first volume, and from that time 
watil 1861 an odd volume appeared at long intervals. At the 
humed date the first part of vol. 8, containing Powers 

Attorney, was published, and the editor, Mr. Whitley 

in the preface, promised that it should be followed 

& Treatise on the Law of Vendors and Purchasers. It is true 

he suid that a work so vast and difficult could not be 
tmpleted for a considerable time, but inasmuch as twelve 
Yars have elapsed since then, I think purchasers of the former 
Yohimes have some right to complain of the incomplete state 
tithe work, The volume on Settlements, too, has not 
Gro. Wm. Hopes. 





Wt appeared. 
Newcastle upon-Tyne, Nov. 17. 





Tue Incorroraten Law Society AND THE 
JUDICATURE AcT. 


| same. 
for much of the evil they endure. It is not in human nature | 





Judicature Act, read by Mr. Burton at the 


recent meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Associa- 
tion at Birmingham. 

It seems he ‘ had intended te have pointed ont the many 
important improvements introduced into this Act upon the 
suggestion of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society,” 
had time permitted ; but conten’ed himself with testifying 
to “the honesty of purpose and the usefulness” of the 
society, displayed in the passing of Lord Selborne’s Bill. 

Kindly allow’ me, through your columns, to suggest to 
Mr. Burton that the information he then proposed to pub- 
lish would no doubt be still of interest to the profession. 

Possibly he may be prevailed upon to give your readers 
the benefit of such of his notes as relate to that part of his 
paper which he was obligad to withhold at the Birmingham 
meeting. F.C. 

Nov. 17. 








cOoURTS. 


COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Keatine, Brett, Grove, and Denman, JJ.) 
Nov. 11.—Jn re James Jonathan Thornley. 

Garth, Q.C. (Murray with him), said that the Court of 
Exchequer had suspended this attorney from practice for 
two years, and the Court of Queen's Bench had done the 
He was at present in America, and they had not 
been able to serve him. Counsel asked the Court either 
to deal with the case as the other Courts had dealt with 
it or to discharge the rule. 

Brett, J.—Why should it not be postponed ? 

Garth, Q.C.—The best course will be to strike out the 
role. If he comes back another application can be made. 

Rule ordered to be struck out. 


Nov. 11—IJn re John Henry Biddles. 


Garth, Q.C., said that in this case he asked that a rule, 
which had been obtained to strike an attorney off the rolls, 
might be made absolute. 

Clarke said he had just been instructed to show cause, 
but the office copies of the affidavits used in support of 
the rule had not been taken, nor had notice been given of 
the affidavits on which he showed cause. He asked the 
Court to allow the matter to be enlarged until next term. 

Keatine, J.—What is the excuse for not instructing you 
before ? 

Clarke.—I have heard of none. 

Garth, Q.C.—This gentleman has already been sus- 
pended from practice in this court for two years by 
a rule in January (17 S. J. 249). I applied for this 
rule in April, and, at Mr. Biddles’ own request, it 
has been enlarged up to this time, and, upon the last 
occasion, there was the usual rule drawn up, that any 
affidavits he had to file in answer to the application 
should be filed a week before the term. 

Clarke —If I were allowed to go into the facts I think 
there are matte-s upon the affidavits before me on which I 
should ask your lordships to go into the question. 

Brett, J.—He has only to take the copies and you can 

on. Let him take the copies now. 

Clarke said he did not know where he was. 

KEaTiNG, J.—What was the nature of the charge? 

Garth, Q.C.—In July last year a gentleman entrusted 
him with £50 to pay probate duty, Instead of paying it 
he received the money and misappropriated it. He was 
applied to over and over again, and at last representations 
were made to the Law Society. Mr. Williamson wrote him 
a letter, in which he informed him of the acousation 
against him, and asked what answer he had to make. 
This was the answer he made in Febraary, 1873 :—‘‘ Sir 
at the time I received the cheque from this gentleman an 
attachment was issued against me compelling me to 
absent myself from my office for some time, and ultimately, 
when going there, I was taken and imprisoned for 
upwards of six weeks. In consequence my business 
became neglected, nor could I get money from many 
people who were indebted to me. The fact of my im- 
prisonment became known and I was pressed on all sides, 
and, although I made every effort, I could not raise the 
money to repay. Had I been left alone I should have 
done so.” That is his explanation. 

Keatine, J.—This is a gentleman who thoroughly 
knows the practice of the Court. The rale has been 
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enlarged from the 30th of May last; he does not take out 
copies of the affidavits, aud tiva minutes before the case 
comes on he hands a brief to counsel, without putting him- 
self in the situation of being heard. He does not even 
come here to attempt to take out copies or to see how 
matters are going. In fact he appears to me to treat the 
Court, or at least the proceedings, with something very 
like contempt. We see no reason why the .rale should 
not be made absolute to strike him off the rolls. 
Rule absolute. 


Noy. 11.--In re John Stainer Jones. 


Garth, Q.C., moved that in this case the rule to show 
eause why the attorney should not be struck off the rolls 


was obtained in June last, and he now moved that it be / 


made absolute. There were four charges against him. 
One was that a writ was sent to him for service only, 
without any authority to receive the money. He told the 
person upon whom he served the writ that he had better 
pay the money, and the money (£34) was paid, for which 
he never accounted. About four months afterwards 
another writ was served upon the debtor at the suit of the 
same person, and it then turned out that this man had 
received the money and had not accounted for it, and the 
money had to be paid over again. Another charge was 
that he was employed by a schoolmistress near Bristol to 
eollect asum of money for her (£10), which he collected, 
but he never let her know anything about receiving the 
money, and appropriated it. There were two other cases— 
one a case of probate duty, and the other an application 
on behalf of an arbitrator for his fees, the arbitrator 
never having authorised him to apply. The arbitrator 
applied afterwards, and the money had to be paid twice 
over. 

After the atiorney had been called three times by the 
officer of the court, there being no reply, 

The Court ordered the rule to be made absolute to 
strike the attorney off the rolls. 





EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco before BramMwELL, Picorr, and Curassy, 
BB. 


Nov. 15.—Jn re an Altorney. 
An application to the Court, calling upon an attorney to 
answer a charge of neglect of duty, can only be made through 
counsel, 


An affidavit made by Thomas Baker was read by the 
master, stating that, an action having been bronght against 
him iu a county court, he submitted his case to an 
attorney, with a request that he would act for him in the 
matter. The attorney's clerk demanded a guinea in 
advance on account of his costs. Deponent told him he 
could not afford more than half a guinea, whereupon he was 
desired to call at the office on the following day fora 


* yeply. Having called, in pursuance of this request, he was 


informed that the attorney would accept the half guinea 
and act for him in the matter. Deponent paid the half 
guinea and left the papers relating to the case at the 
office of the attorney. When the case was called on he 
was surprised to find that gentleman acting for his oppo- 
nent. The result was that, being left without professional 
assistance, he (deponent) was defeated in the action. He 
now asked their lordships to grant him a rule nisi, calling 
upon the attorney in question to answer the statements 
made in the affidavit. 

BraMweE zl, B., pointed out that an application, calling 
upon an attorney to answer any charge of neglect of duty, 
must be made through counsel. Iu the present case the 
deponent might choose one of two courses for redress—the 
one was by action for compensation in damages for neglect 
of duty ; the other was by direct application to the Conrt, 
which, 2s had been stated, must be made through a 
counsel. 





EXCHEQUER (IRELAND). 
(Before Firzcrratp, Deasy, and Dowsz, BB.) 
Nov. 17.—In ve P, J. Gallagher. 
Drummond moved in this case, on behalf of Mr. P. J. 


Gallagher, that the usual assignment of indenture required 
by the Solicitors’ Act be dispensed with, and also the 





affidavit necessary by a master at the conclusion of aq 


apprentice’s service. Mr. Gallagher had been apprentiggg — 


to Mr. Macnamara, solicitor, and he had shortened hig 
prenticeship to four years by attendance on certain lectures 


in college. The four years expired on the previous any { 


and Mr. Macnamara died in the month of September, 
was, therefore, impossible to put in the usual affidayit, 
Mr. Gallagher had passed his examination, and obtained the 
fourth place, but the [ncorporated Society were unable to 
admit him withont a dispensation from the Coart. 

The Court granted the application. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Jonny Duxe Conertncr, Q.C., who on Wednesday 
last was sworn in Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, ig 
the son of Sir J. T. Coleridge, who was formerly one of the 
Judges of the Court of Quaeen’s Bench, but resigned that 
position in 1858. His mother was a daughter of Dr, 
Buchanan, Vicar of Woodmansterne, Surrey. Sir J. D, 
Coleridge was born about 1820. He was educated at BH 
and in 1838 obtained a scholarship at Balliol College, 
Oxford. He was President of the ‘‘ Union” Society, and 
took a prominent part in its debates. He graduated in 
1842, and obtained a Fellowship at Exeter College. He 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmag 
Term, 1846, and went the Western Circuit. In 1855 he 
was appointed Recorder of Portsmouth, and in 1861 be 
came a Queen’s Counsel and a Bencher of the Middle 
Temple. In 1865 he entered Parliament as one of the 
members for Exeter. One of his first speeches in Par 
liament, if not the very first, was made in moving the 
second reading of the Tests Abolition (Oxford) Bill. In 
the same session he also strongly opposed the Marriage 
with Deceased Wife's Sister Bill, alleging among other 
grounds that such marriages were forbidden “as contrary 
to natural morals.’””’ Upon the formation of the present 
administration in December, 1868, he was appointed Solis 
citor-General, aud upon the elevation in 1871 of Sir & 
P. Collier to a judgeship in the Judicial Committee he 
suceeeded to the Attorney-Generalship, Sir J. D. Cole 
ridge married, in 1846, the daughter of the Rev. G. T 
Seymour, of Farringford, in the Isle of Wight. 

Mr. WitLiAM GEorGE VERNON Harcourt, Q.C., who has 
been appointed Solicitor-General, is the second son of the 
late Rev. William Vernon Harcourt, and grandson of the 
late Dr. E. V. Harcourt, Archbishop of York. He was 
born in 1827, and was educated at Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, where he graduated in 1851. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in aster Term, 1854, and 
selected the Home Circuit, but his practice was chiefly, if 
not altogether, before parliamentary committees. He 
took silk in 1856. During the American War his letters to 
the Times under the signature “ Historicus,” in which he 
discussed the principles by which the recognition on the 
part of foreign Governments of insurgent communities is 
governed, attracted much attention. The letters were 
collected and republished in 1863. In 1868 Mr. Harcourt 
was elected one of the members for ‘the City of Oxford, 
beating Dr. Deane, Q.C., the Conservative candidate, by 
1,411 votes. The hon. gentleman is Professor of Inter 
national Law at the University of Cambridge. 

Mr. J. Crarke Lane, of the Munster Circuit, has beet 
appointed King’s Inns Lecturer, at Dublin, ov Personal 
Property, Common Law, and Evidence, in the room of Mr. 
Bewley, resigned. 

Mr. Savine Ricnarp Hoy es, solicitor, Cannon-street, bas 
been appointed Deputy-Sheriff for the town and county 
Newcastle-on-Tyne for the ensuing year. 

Mr. W. H. Barres, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Boston for the second time. 

Mr. ©. J. Fouterr, B.C.L., solicitor, has been elected 
Mayor of Exeter for the second time. 

Mr. Arraur Leecu, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire. 

Mr. Cuar.es DENTON LeEccH, solicitor, has been elected 
Mayor of Bury St. Edmunds. 

Mr. Caarres Newman, solicitor, has been re-elected 
Mayor of Barnsley. 
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——————— a enenames an rans ~s 
Mr, ALFRED Rooker, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
nth. 

Yr. H. E. StnvesreEr, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Beverley. 

Ur. J. O. SMeruaw, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
yun for the fifth time. 

Mr. G. M. Warson, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Stockton-on-Tees. 








THE ORGANISATION OF THE PROFESSION. 


4 Paper read at the Meeting of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, held at Birmingham on the 
2ist October, 1873, by THomas MarsHatt, M.A., Solicitor, 
Registrar of the Leeds County Court, and Hon. Sec. of 
the Leeds Incorporated Law Society. 


I use the words ‘‘ Organisation of the Profession” to 
dgoribe the manner in which the forces at the disposal of 
our branch of the profession are applied to secure the ends 
which wo desire. In order to determine whether this 
rganisation is good or bad it is necessary to estimate, first, 
the amount of the force at disposal, and, secondly, the 
result produced by that force. Ifthe result be considera- 
plein proportion vo the forces involved, we shall conclude 
the organisation to be good; if inconsiderable, we shall 


q@nelude it tobe bad. Now the force at disposal, and. 


Which a theoretically perfect organisation would render 
diective, is the influence, direct or indirect, of some 10,000 
attorneys (the real numbers are 10,350, of whom 3,600 
practise in London, 6,750 in the country), spread like a 
met over the face of the country; collected in large 
tumbers in the centres of population and business, more 
garsely distributed in thinly-peopled districts, arranged, 
infact, in a kind of rough proportion to the importance of 
fhe particular district, And the course of business is 
mich that the attorneys of a given town or district are 
necessarily thrown together and know each other; they 
ae acquainted more or less with the leading practitioners 
in the neighbourhood, and they are certainly associated 
With an agent in London of their own profession. And 
While the nature of their business tends to throw them 
tgother, it also tends to give them considerable influence, 
@pecially in public and quasi-public affairs. These affairs 
have almost invariably their legal side, on which the 
@inion and assistance of a lawyer is desired, and he thus 
bas an opportunity of causing his opinion to be felt without 
ing to obtrude it on matters outside the professional 
ee It will be conceded that the force at the disposal 
our profession is not only considerable in itself but 
xercised under conditions which enable it to be used with 
ean To what effect and purpose has it been used ? 
answer to this question is really very curious. Our 
Pitition as regards the State is this. The State says to 
“Tt is of importance to the community that you gen- 

n should be praperly qualified for your duties, and, 
therefore, we will take unusual precautions in your case. 
We will examine you before you enter upon your pro- 
fional studies ; we will examine you while you are en- 
ged on them, and when you have finished them. You 
Must be apprenticed to some member of your own calling, 
nd you must pay a considerable stamp duty for the privi- 
You will, of course, have to pay an annual tax for 
liberty to practise. But we must take care that you 

4 not abuse the liberty. We will, therefore, frame a 
= to regulate your charges, and we will be slow toalter 
mat scale. You are officers of our courts, and, therefore, 
{ur judges have the fullest. and most arbitrary powers over 
You. You aro at liberty to make as much money as you 
@n under these. conditions, but the prizes of your own 
ion are not for you.” Such is our position as re- 

frds the State, and it is not so good but that it might 
‘@tily be improved. The certificate duty and the reserva- 
tion of all important appointments for the bar are matters 
Which would bear a little alteration. It might not be an 
me change if we were permitted to exercise in 


| all the Superior Courts the right of speech which ia at 


Present limited to the Court of Bankruptcy. I am not 
‘ware that any subversion of the relations between our- 
flves and the bar has followed from that particular 
S0neeasion, What has happened is exactly what might 
are beon expected. In important matters the most ex- 








perienced barristers are engaged—points of practice and 
cases which will not bear expense are argued by the 
solicitor, in whose hands the business lies, and with 
entirely satisfactory results. Then the scale of costs 
requires revision, assuming that we are to have a scale of 
costs. Physicians, barristers, engineers, land surveyors, 
and accountants ask what they think they can get, and 
the best of them get pretty nearly what they choose to 
ask. The profits of mercantile men are only limited by 
the effect of competiton. The wage-earning population 
have succeeded by combination in obtaining an advance 
which goes far to meet the increased cost of the neces- 
saries of life. But our tariff is the same, and unless we 
take steps to raise it nobody else will. If it be objected 
that we get a monopoly as a set-off to this fixed charge, I 
reply that the monopoly is of the most limited kind. Any 
human being may advertise himself asa law agent; he 
may advise, prepare all kinds of documents, and if he take 
the precaution to get paid beforehand and to keep clear of 
proceedings in court, he may do an attorney’s business on 
his own terms. He isliable to an action for negligence, 
bué so are we. Ii is plain that we do not get, in the shape 
of State protection, an equivalent for the stamp duties we 
pay and the regulated charges we submitto. But we are 
officers of the courts. And why are we officers of the 
courts ? Because in the old time the appointment of an 
attorney was a branch of the royal prerogative. The king 
granted a monopoly to practise law as he granted a mono- 
poly to sell wine or salt. It is for the members of a liberal 
profession to consider whether it is consistent with their 
dignity and interest that they should be subordinates of 
the courts, and as such, liable to dismissal at the discretion 
of the judges, or whether it would not be better that they 
should follow their calling with the same responsibilities 
and under the same obligations to the general law and to 
public opinion as other members of the community. I say 
nothing of minor matters, such as our exclusion from the 
Inns of Court and the like; but, looking at our position 
broadly, and considering how much the State exacts and 
how little it gives in return, I maintain that there is urgent 
need of some change; that a body of men having the very 
great power, which I assume attorneys to possess, shoald 
allow things to remain as they are, can only be explained 
by supposing that our power is not available, and is known 
not to be available, for concerted action. 

This is the conclusion at which I think everyone must 
arrive who contrasts the means we have with the result 
obtained by those means. Given, the present circum- 
stances and professional status of attornies, and their 
opportunities of improving those circumstances, it follows 
from a comparison of one and the other that our organisa- 
tion must be bad. 

The same conclusion will be drawn from an examination 
of the machinery actually at work. It is not well adapted 
te secure its ends. Let us consider what that machinery 
is. It consists of three parts—the Incorporated Law 
Society, the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Society, 
and thirty-four local law societies. 

The Incorporated Law Society is a corporation consist- 
ing of about 2,500 members, of whom more than one-third 
are country practitioners, and it has been in existence 
nearly half a century. (The members of the Incorporated 
Law Society were, on the 29th July, 1873, London members, 
1,806; country members, 689—toial, 2,495.) It isin many 
respects the official and accredited representative of our 
branch of the profession, and it is invested by the various 
Acts of Parliament with important duties relating to the 
examination, admission and registration of attorneysand soli- 
citors. Itis, inasense, the guardian of the profession, and the 
censor of its morals. All law bills, and especially bills 
directly affecting us, are watched by its Council, who 
frequently interfere with good effect during their progress 
through Parliament. But it is only in a limited sense the 
representative of the profession at large, considerably more 
than two-thirds of whom do not belong to it. A large 
number both of its members and of those who are not 
members complain of its policy as too acquiescent—with 
what justice it is immaterial here to consider. One thing 
is clear ; were the Incorporated Law Society disposed to 
be ever so active, the effective force which it could wield 
would be in no sense commensurate either with the needs 
or with the aggregate power of those on whose behalf it 
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would assume to.act. Suppose, for example, that some 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were to propose to increase 
the solicitors’ certificate duty. What would the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society do? It would no doubt prepare an 
able and conclusive statement on the question, Its Council 
would address the Government, and would be listened to 
with the polite attention which people who have made up 
their minds bestow on adverse critics. Some members of 
Parliament who are directly accessible to the Council would 
be induced to support them. The pressure of public 
opinion could not be brought to bear ; if it came into the 
scale it would probably be on the wrong side. A contest 
of this kind is fought in the lobbies. Now, what would be 
the answer of the gentleman who advises the Government 
on such matters were he asked the probable result of a 
division depending on the efforts of the Incorporated Law 
Society ? It is not necessary to answer that question. I 
have put a case affecting our interests only, and uncompli- 
cated with other considerations; still one on which the 
Incorporated Law Society would be bound to exert its 
whole strength, and I maintain that if we had to fight out 
such a battle with no other resources, and no other 
machinery than such as the Incorporated Law Society 
could furnish, we should be hopelessly beaten. The 
society is not furnished with arms for this warfare. It 
has no means of getting at the 600 and odd members 
of the House of Commons. It has no means of getting 
at those who can influence those members. In Manches- 
ter, out of 295 practising solicitors, 18 only belong to 
the Incorporated Law Society. In Liverpool, out of 283 
solicitors, it counts 16 members only. In Birmingham, 
with 193 solicitors, it numbers 24. In Bristol, with 189 
solicitors, there are 10 who belong to it; and in Leeds, 
with 104 solicitors, 5 only are of that society. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
occupies somewhat different ground. It has 614 members, 
194 of whom are London solicitors, and 420 country solici- 
tors ; while in the Incorporated Law Society the country 
members form abont one-third of the whole body 
in the Metropolitan and Provincial Association they 
form more than two-thirds. I need not describe 
the constitution of a society to which we all 
belong, nor need I say much as to the work it does. 
By its autumn meetings it has rendered us an invaluable 
service ; it has bronght representatives of the whole pro- 
fession together; it has made us acquainted with each 
other; it has rendered co-operation on a large seale 
possible. In this and in its provincial connection it con- 
tributes precisely that element of strength which is want- 
ing to the Incorporated Law Society. But I am doing it 
no injustice in saying that in every other respect it is less 
powerful and less complete in its administrative machinery 
than the sister association. The actual work of this associa- 
tion is conducted in London ily and inevitably the 
London members on the spot conduct it, just as the London 
members of the Incorporated Law Society, being on the 
spot, conduct its business. AndI am not aware that there 
are any sufficient means of directing, from this London 
office, the power which is undoubtedly given by the wide- 
spread local connection of the association. I do not forget 
the Northern Union, but from some reason or another that 
experiment has not worked well. With its own members 
the association communicates of course, but those members 
scarcely constitute more than a twentieth of the profession. 
Sending circulars to individuals is not a hopefal way of 
inducing energetic action. We know the fate which awaits 
cireulars. Granted that that which [ believe has never 
yet been attempted were done, and committees formed in 
all the towns in which the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Association possesses sufficient members to form a working 
body, what would that amount to? At most to this—that 
active influences might be set up in some twenty or thirty 
different centres. That falls far short of our requirements. 
Considering, then, that the ground in London is already 
occupied by the Incorporated Law Society, and that the 
ground in the country is, for purposes of conjoint action, 
scarcely occupied at all, I am led to conclude that this 
society is not an effective machine for the organisation of 
the profession, and that, neither independently of the In. 
corporated Law Society nor in union with it, does it far- 
nish adequate means for bringing to a focus the consider- 
able, but diffused, force at our disposal. 








I now come to the local law societies, the third and only 
remaining part of our existing machinery. 

There are 6,750 country solicitors in England and W. 
carrying on business in 1,319 towns and villages, There arg 
just thirty-five local law societies, some of which ap 
probably rather in existence than in active operation. Le 
us consider the distribution of these thirty-five societies, — 


The county of Northumberland possesses one, at New. 
castle. The county of Cumberland possesses one, at 
Carlisle. Westmoreland has one at Keodal, and Durhap 
one at Sunderland. Lancashire owns -five; Manch 
Liverpool, Preston, Lancaster, and Bolton-le-Moom, 
Yorkshire has three—namely, Leeds, Hull, and the York 
shire Society at York. The county of Lincoln is represented 
by the society of Lincoln ; the county of. Stafford counts 
the societies of Wolverhampton and Bilston, and Leicester. 
shire the society of Leicester. Worcestershire has one 
representative at Worcester, and Warwickshire one in the 
active society of this town. ‘There are law societies ip 
Northampton and Cambridge for those counties. Suffolk 
gives us Bury St. Edmunds ; and there is one at Bucking. 
ham. Gloucestershire has two, one at Gloucester and ons 
at. Bristol; and Devonshire has two at Exeter and 
Plymouth respectively. The county of Somerset has two, 
one at Bath and a county society whose head quarters are 
at Taunton ; and the county of Dorset one at Dorchester, 
Hampshire, Kent, Surrey, and Sussex sre each represented 
by one county law society, while in Wales, Denbighshire 


and Flintshire have a joint society, and Anglesea and 


Carnarvon a joint society likewise. Of the forty En 

counties sixteen are unrepresented by any law society. 
Those counties are Nottingham, Derby, Chester, Salop, 
Rutland, Norfolk, Hereford, Huntingdon, Bedford, Hert. 
ford, Essex, Oxford, Berks, Wilts, Monmouth, Cornwall, 
In Wales it suffices to say that none of the twelve counties 
are represented, except the four which form the northem 


' boundary of the principality. Considering, then, the 


geographical distribution of our thirty-five law societies, we 
tind that twelve belong to the six counties north of the 
Humber ; twelve belong to the twenty-three counties of the 
Midland District, including in that division those which lie 
on the north of a line connecting Gloucester with Ipswich and 
south of the six northern counties ; and nine to the ten 
counties south of that line. In Wales the two law societies 
are confined to the four northern counties. The northera 
and southern counties are therefore relatively the best 
represented ; the northern counties having an average of 
two law societies each, and the southern counties somethi 
less than one each, while the Midland counties possess # 
nearly as possible an average of one law society for every 
two counties, 

Such being the geographical position, what is the nature 
of these law societies ; 1 do they set themselves to do, 
and how do thev doit? In some cases I have reason to know, 
from correspondenc3 with their secretaries, that but little 
actual work is attempted ; that the committees are rarely 
summoned, and that there is much difficulty in securing aa 
attendance even when important business is before | 
The societies of which this is true exist mainly for the put- 

se of social intercourse, of promoting good feeling and 

acilitating the settlement among themselves of dis 
ints of practice oretiquette. These areimportant objectsand 
do not underrate them. The really active societies, how- 
ever, do this and something more. ‘They watch legislation 
and judicial decisions affecting their interests and the 
interests of their clients. Law bills in Parliament a 
regularly sent to them, considered by their committees, 
reported on when necessary to general meetings of 
society. The strongest of them have recognised positions 
in their towns as public bodies, and as such enter 
into official communication with municipal corporations 
chambers of commerce and members of Parliament. ‘The 
most powerfal body in the locality which knew that it had 
to encounter the determined opposition of one of 
societies would take that fact (I suspect) into 
With every respect to Sir George Jessel, they are neithet 
obscure nor uninfluential, but on the contrary pe 
well known and highly respected ; =e rp 
and wielding them for the public good. y active 
local law ma Io is, within its own range of influence, mot 
effective. For all purposes of local action, for the Ag = 
of bringing to bear on public questions and on pu 
the concentrated force of a particular district ; for the 





ee eESSEESTESEESTS EES RESEAFEERETETEELEEESERETE EETSEEES \\S 


a se se ee eo © eo 


Bi 9 i a Fi 





ESSasSSess EPSP SRseSIbSSee ese 


Nov. 22, 1873. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 69 








—_ 
of establishing friendly relations between the 
members of a profession who do business under somewhat 
rating conditions ; for the purpose of compelling the 
attention of its members to questions not only interesting 
gproblems in jurisprudence and political science, but of 
direct moment tc themselves ; for the purpose of creating 
qd preserving a high standard of professional honour, 
gach a society is efficient and powerful. But for the pur- 
pose of concerted action, as a means of bringing the united 
h of our profession to bear on given questions, 
Jocal law societies, as at present constituted, are not adapted 
and are not effective. I say this with some knowledge of 
what may be done, and of what has actually been 
weomplished, by the spontaneous association of certain law 
societies. When the Judicature Bill was before Parliament 
there were certain parts of that bill—the district registry 
dauses and the clauses relating to the appointment of 
relerees—to which a large number of country solicitors 
attached much importance. This part of the bill having 
been pointedly threatened, some societies who occasionally 
act together, the Law Society of this town, the societies of 
liverpool, Manchester, Newcastle and Leeds, took the 
matter up, had a meeting and formed a committee, sent 
some of their members to London, prepared a circular which 
was issued to every law society in the kingdom, procured 
the assent of about fourteen societies to that circular, 
distributed it to all members of Parliament, and in other 
ways actively intervened to secure the object in view. But 
the difficulties of working were very great, and the labour 
was very great, and those difficulties and that labour 
cannot, under existing conditions, be faced often or 
except on occasions of very unusual importance. 

Our position as regards organisation is therefore this, 
We have two societies established in London occupying the 
tame ground and doing what may be regarded as practically 
the same work—watching the interests of the profession 

erally, directly and actually representing the London 
ch of it, but without any adequate or recognised means 
either of ascertaining the opinions of the mass of country 
wlicitors, or of giving effect to those opinions if they knew 
them. And we have thirty-five local law societies, some of 
them very active and powerful in their own districts, and 
capable on an emergency of bringing considerable force to 
bear; others little more than social clubs, but each existing 
and acting in the main independently and without any 
wknowledged means of combination. These societies are, 
Moreover, so few and so situated in place that while no 
county or considerable district in the kingdom is sufficiently 
tepresented, sixteen English and eight Welsh counties, to say 
nothing of many most important districts and towns, are 
fot represented at all. With these facts before us we need 
not wonder that men in official position can afford to sneer 
atour Parliamentary influence, and that legislation should 
be conducted without reference to our opinions, and in a 
tense frequently adverse to our legitimate demands. Now 
ink that an educated and powerful body of men should 
Rot consent to this contemptuous indifference. We sbould 
Dot be satisfied to be held of so much smaller account than 
the Licensed Victuallers’ Association or the Council of 
es Unions. And the question is, how to make ourselves 

felt. There is but one means, and that is by a more perfect 
— I proceed to offer some suggestions on this 


Suppose we had at this moment no organisation or 
administrative machinery of any kind, and that the question 
us were, how best to arrange our force and make it 
tffective for the purpose in hand. What would be assumed 
&§ necessary by men who had to consider this question for 
thefirst time. Given the circumstances of our profession, 
(0 what lines would persons acquainted with those circum- 
ances propore to build. I think it would occur to every 


tage in order to make the most of the influence of a 


: 80 widely separated as solicitors, no single centre of 
‘Mministration would suffice. I say “to make the most of 
‘Me influence "—tor it is not the payment of an annual sub. 


: inticn, but personal attention, that is needed. But inorder 


men in a subject to the degree necessary toinduce 
them to give their stive attention to it, it must be brought 
‘Bear to them, and they must have ageing to do with it 
4 merely subscribing to further it. ‘lo get at the 
tors of Cornwall and Northumberland, for instance, we 


Must find something to do in Cornwall and in Northumber- 


“Mn; something to engage their attention and make them 


- Mel that they are directly responsible for a part of the 





common work. Andasecond postulate would be, that an 
exceedingly sttong administration must be established in 
London, * We should, in effect, say to ourselves—“ Go to 
—let us have a London office and branch offices all over the 
country. Let us give to our London cffice a strength and 
position that will enable it worthily to represent us at the 
centre of affairs, but let us take care that it does represent 
us, andto this end let it be connected with its affiliated 
nvembers by an efficient system o‘ representation and by con- 
stant and active communication.” A strong central adminis- 
tration, connected with local administration sufficiently 
numerous to utilise our diffused strength, would be, I suspect, 
the guiding idea if we had to construct our organisation 
de novo. 

The system at present in operation does not, I need scarcely 
say, fulfil these requirements. It is both redundant and-de- 
fective. As regards the Metropolitan administration, it gives 
ns too much, and as regards the Provincial administration too 
little. We have in London two societies, each to a great 
extent managed by the same men, each representing the same 
general interests, doing, or aiming at doing, the same work ; 
active together, inactive together, but with distinct offices, 
a separate staff and a different name. And we have in the 
country a wholly and absurdly insufficient number of law 
societies, unconnected with each other, and unrelated to the 
central offices in London. The remedy for this unsatis- 
factory state of things is not farto seek. As regards London , 
it would appear on every ground desirable to unite the 
Incorporated with the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association. So far as the interests of the London profession 
alone are concerned, the dual representation and management 
is nothing but a loss of prestige and a waste of working 
power. So far as the interests of the country profession are 
involved, the co-existence of the two societies only serves to 
perplex and embarrass. On those occasions, happily not 
very frequent hitherto, when there has been a division of 
opinion between the solicitors of London and the country, the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Association is neutral, and 
therefore useless. So faras this association was designed to 
furnish the provincial branch of our profession with a means 
of enforcing their views on points on which the metro- 
politan branch was supine or hostile, it has failed. And it 
may be predicted with tolerable confidence that it will 
always fail in this respect. For it is not in human nature 
to expect a body, the working strength of which is formed 
by London men, to be zealous in doing that to which as 
London men they totally object. So faras it was designed 
to enable London and the country to co-operate on points on 
which they are agreed, that object will be better promoted 
by the country solicitors joining the olderand more power- 
ful body, and thus making one very strong society instead 
of two comparatively weak ones—a matter of so much im- 
portance that it would be worth while making some sacrifices 
to secure it, even if sacrifices were implied (which I think 
they are not) in the atep. 

Bat as regards the country there is much todo. There 
are in England at least eighty towns which should have 
their law societies as a matter of absolute and immediate 
necessity. In what state must we consider an organisa- 
tion to be in which there is no ready way of moving the 
profession in towns like Chester, with 51 practising soli- 
citors, Derby with 46 solicitors, Durham with 34, Oxford 
with 34, Huddersfield with 44, Sheffield with 88, Bradford 
with 60, Norwich with 80, and Nottingham with 81 soli- 
citors—all these towns, moreover, the centres of important 
districts ? 

I cannot help thinking that if this matter were seriously 
taken up, and an appeal made to the heads of the pro- 
fession in the towns I have named and in others men- 
tioned in a list annexed to this paper, many, at least, 
would be induced to act. I should suggest a circular 
pointing out the necessity of the step, together with some 
hints as to the manner in which law societies may be 
formed and worked. That information on this subject is 
useful is shown by the applications occasionally made to 
the secretaries of the established societies for a copy of 
their rules. In towns in which there is no law library 
the formation of one might be made with advantage a 
part of the scheme. 

But the law societies formed and to be formed uire 
two distinct lines of connection. First, they should be 
connected with what I call for shortness “The London 
Society”"—that is, the society formed by the merger of 
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‘the Metropolitan and Provincial with the Incorporated 
Law Society. I do not think it at all necessary that 
provision should be made for enabling law societies, as 
such, to become members of the London body. The mere 
fact of the establishment of a local law society should 
entitle it to correspond with and obtain ‘such informstion 
‘and assistance as the London society can bestow. There 
should be a secretary in the London office, charged with 
the special duty of corresponding with tke local societies 
Bills in Parliament and other papers should be circulated 
among them, and their attention called to matters which 
men immersed in their own business, and far from the 
centre of affairs, are apt to overlook. Secondly, the law 
societies should have facilities for co-operating as among 
themselves. It frequently happens that particular dis- 
tricts are specially affected by legislative and other pro- 
posals. There is a Railway Bill, or a Rivers Commission, 
or a Mines Regulation Bill, or some matter of that kind, 
in which the solicitors of a wide district may be interested. 
It may even happen that on some more general question 
a very considerable number of country solicitors may wish 
to act together and independently of others. Such was 
the case with regard to the district registry clauses of the 
Judicature Bill—such may be the case when the second 
report of the Judicature Commissioners is embodied in a 
Bill. Such joint action is, under present circumstances, 
extremely embarrassing. It will be difficult under any 
circumstances, but nut so difficult. Assume for the mo- 
ment that we -had a hundred local law societies in the 
United Kingdom. They would probably be distributed 
somewhat in this way—thirty in the six northern counties, 
forty in the twenty-two southern and western counties, 
and thirty in the twenty-three midland and eastern 
counties. It would be quite practicable for the law 
societies of these three groups to form themselves into 
unions—say the Northern, Midland, Southern, Eastern, 
and Western Union, or, if necessary, still more—with 
joint committees, and the power of summoning members 


whenever and wherever desirable, and of acting on behalf ; 


of the constituent bodies. 

That is all that need be done at first in the way of 
framework. It would give regularity and formal sanction 
to their acts, and additional regulations would grow ont of 
this. The main difficulty is, of course, in getting members 
at a distance to attend, and in inducing them to work when 
they do attend. That is adifficulty which cannot be sur- 
mounted by any administrative facilities, but the prelimi- 
nary one can. But you will note that it is an obstacle 
which is serious in proportion to the fewness of the 
societies : as these increase it will almost certainly dimi- 
nish. 

The proposals I have laid before you are therefore 
shortly these :—1. The amalgamation of the Incorporated 
Law Society and the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asso- 
ciations. 2. The formation of an adequate number of local 
law societies, and the establishment of a connection be- 
tween the London society and the local law societies on the 
one hand, and the local law societies between themselves 
on the other. I have purposely avoided entering into 
detail as to the manner in which these changes are to be 
worked out, both because I am anxious not to distract your 
attention from what has to be done by a premature discus- 
sion on how to do it, and because I conceive the difficulties 
to be, not in carrying out, but in initiating, the scheme. 
When the men of our profession awake to the fact that 
with all their great power they are comparatively power- 
less ; when they draw the inference that this arises from 
an imperfect organisation, and when, realising this, they 
make up their minds to act, that first step will involve the 
rest. I do not say that I attach no importance to the form 


‘which our organisation is to take; on the contrary, 


I consider it most important; bat I think the form 
of infinitely less moment than the snbstance. This plan 
may be better than that; but this or that plan is nothing 
compared with the determination to have au organisation 
of some kind at any price and without delay. 


List oy Towns IN WHICH NO LAW SoctgTIEs AT PRESENT 
EXIST. 
The number of Attorneys is given in parentheses. 
Barrow-in-Furness (14) Beverley (14) 
Bedford (14) Blackburn (28) 








Boston, Lincoln (17) 
Bradford (60) 
Bridgwater (19) 
Burton-on-Trent (14) 
Bury, Lancashire (16) 
Canterbury (18) 
Cardiff (36) 
Carmarthen (17) 
Chatham (14) 
Cheltenham (41) 
Chester (51) 
Chichester (10) 
Chippenham (10) 
Chorley (10) 
Cirencester (11) 
Colchester (21) 
Coventry (22) 
Croydon (30) 
Darlington (20) 

Deal (10) 

Derby (46) 
Devonport (19) 
Dewsbury (22) 
Dolgelly (10) 
Doncaster (24) 

Dover (14) 

Dudley (18) 

Durham (34) 
Falmouth (10) 
Greenwich (20) 
Halifax (36) 

Hanley, Stafford (15) 
Harrogate (11) 
Hartlepool (11) Warrington (17) 
Hastings (18) Warwick (18) 
Haverfordwest, Pmbrke.(16) Whitehaven (22) 
Hereford (26) Wigan (27) 
Haddersfield (44) Yarmouth (29) 
Ipswich (38) 


Leamington (22) 
Lewes (17) 
Lichfield (17) 
Middlesborough (15) 
Newark (17) 5 
Newport, Monmouth (38) 
Norwich (80) 
Nottingham 81) 
Oldham 20) 
Oswestry (22) 
Oxford (36) 
Pembroke and Dock (18) 
Penzance (14) 
Peterborough (16) 
Portsea (26) 
Portsmouth (18) 
Reading (21) 
Rochdale (26) 
Rochester (18) 
Salisbury (19) 
Scarborough (25) 
Sheffield (88) 

South Shields (16) 
Shrewsbary (37) 
Southsea (19) 
Stockport (15) 
Stockton (23) 
Stourbridge (19) 
Stroud (21) 
Swansea (26) 

Truro (17) 
Wakefield (28) 
Walsall (25) 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the usual weekly meeting of the society, held at the 
Law Institution on Tuesday last, the following was the 
subject of the debate, being question No. 525 Legal:— 
“(Can a witness, who has been properly subpoenaed and 
attends the trial of an action, recover for loss of timé 
against the party who subponaed him?” After a long 
discussion the question was decided in the negative by & 
large majority. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The following gentlemen were on Monday called to the 
degree of Barrister-at-Law :— 

Lincoy’s-1nN.—John Morley, Esq, B.A., Oxford ; Frank 
Pownall, Esq., M.A., Oxford ; Sebastian Evans, Esq., M.A, 
and LL.D., Cambridge ; Arthur Griffith Poyer Lewis, 
B.A., Oxford; John Reeve Brooke, Esq., B.A., Oxford; 
George Burvill Rashleigh, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; Geo 
Broke Freeman, Esq,, bA., Cambridge ; Robert Wood 
Smith, Esq., B.A. and S.C.L., Oxford; Frederick 
Muntz, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; Thomas Herbert Robertson, 
Esq., B.A.,Oxford ; Alexander Henry Patterson, Esq., B. Ady. 
Cambridge, Henry Nicholas Courtney, Esq. LLB, 
Cambridge; Arthur Horatio Poyser, Esq., B.A., Oxford; 
Edward Bellasis, Esq. ; George note orthington, Esq. 
B.A., Cambridge ; Philip Harry Van Cortlandt, x 
Frederick Harvie Linklater, Esq., Alexander Edward P 
Esq., Alweyne Turner, Eeq., Edward Morton Daniel, Eagy 
Edward Rowdon, Esq., John Wilkes, Esq., B.A., Cam’ 4 
Percival Beevor Lambert, Esq,,B.A., Oxford ; and 
Regent Wyndham E.C, Grenville-Murray, Esq., ; 
Oxford. 


Inner Temrie.—George Drinkwater Lucius Cary, Baqy 
M.A., Cambridge ; Arthur Bovell, Eeq., B.A., C 
Henry Studdy Theobald, Eaq., B.A, Oxford ; W. 
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Frederic Thompson, Esq., Oxford; William Samuel Lilly 
., L.L.M., Cambridge ; Henry De Burgh Hollings, Esq., 
BC.L., M.A., Oxon ; Jacques Edouard Chenaux de Rosieres 
Porup de Balaine, Esq., Paris; Cecil Jalland Page Clay, 

., M.A., Oxford ; Thomas George Stacpoole Mahon, Esq., 
BA., Oxford; Thomas Ryburn Buchanan, Hsq., M.A., 
Qxon; John Frederick Leigh-Fleming, Esq.. B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Arnold Morley, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; Henry 


‘Fielding Dickens Esq., B.A., Cambridge; William George 


Blane, Ksq., B A., Oxon ; Cecil George Kellner, Esq., B A., 
Cambridge ; William Henry Gibb, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; 
Charles Robert Tyser, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; Walter 
Herries Pollock, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; John Henry Ward, 
. B.A. Cambridge; John George McMaster, Esq., 
M.A. Dublin; Henry Stevens, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; 
William Scott Goodfellow, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; William 
Holmes Carbery, Esq. ; David Lewis, Esq., B-A.. Cam- 
bridge ; James Eyre Thompson, bisq., M.A., Oxon; Gordon 
Taylor Bentinck Wigan, Esq., B.A.. Cambridge ; William 
Harry Nash, Esq. ; Arthur Heathcote Montagu Long, Esq , 
Oxon; Arthur Welch, Esq. ; Alfred Bray Kempe, Esgq., 
B,A., Cambridge ; and James Patten, Esq., B.A., Oxford. 
Mmwptx Timpie.—Sidney Woolf, Esq., of the University 
of London, holder of an Exhibition in Common Law and in 
the Law of Real Property, and of an Exhibition granted by 
the Council of Legal Education in Michaelmas Term, 1873, 
Robert Lloyd Kenyon, Esq., of Christ Church, Oxford, M.A., 
and Vinerian Law Scholar; William Young, Esq., of 


the University of London, B.A., John Barton Hutton, Esq.,° 


of Trinity College, Dublin, B.A.; Sydney Twentyman Jones, 
faq., of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, LU. B.; Frederick Forester 
Goold, Esq., of London University ; William Blake Odgers, 
Esq., of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, B.A.; James Nathaniel 
da’ Russell Day, Esq., of Christ’s College, Cambridge. B.A. ; 
Arbuthnot Butler Stoney, Esq, of Trinity College, Dublin, 
B.A., LL.B. ; Charles William Greenwood, Esq., of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, B.A. ; William Rutherford, Esq., of 
the University of Edinburgh, M A.; Alexander Comyns, 
Eq, of Trinity College, Dublin, B.A., LL.B.; ‘Thomas 
Moreton, Esq. ; Charles Bousfield Shaw, Esq.; David 
Jones Lewis, Esq. ; John William Edwards, Esq. ; Charles 


Marsh Denison, Esq. ; Samuel William Casserley, Esq., of 


the University of London, LL.B.; Alfred Guy Whipham, 
Eeq.; Jesse Herbert, junr., Esq.; Rcbert Bovell Neblett, 
Bag, ; and Robert Wilson, Esq. 








LEGAL ITEMS. 

It is understood that four applications for silk have been 
made this term. 

According to the Scotsman the title of the Lord-Justice 
Clerk is to be Lord Moncreiff of Tulliebole. 

The duty on attorneys’ certificates paid in the year ended 
the 31st of March last produced £92,746 10s. 

The Daily News is informed that Mr. Mountague Bernard 
intends before very long to resign the chair of International 
Law at Oxford. 

Sir Thomas Erskine May and Sir Henry Sumner Maine 
have been unanimously elected Benchers of the Middle 
Temple, honoris causa. 

We understand that the case of Mr. Hugh Weightman 
has, during the past week, been under the consideration of 
the benchers of the Inner Temple. Mr. Weightman has 

the benchers at great length. 

The London correspondent of the Dundee Advertiser men- 
tions a rumour that in consequence of the misunderstanding 

the Government and the Irish Commissioners of 
Education, Lord O’ Hagin is about to resign the Lord Chan- 
¢éllorship of Ireland. 

The chambers now used by the officials of Vice-Chancellor 
Hall are shortly to be demolished, and the old chambers of 
the Rolls Court in Chancery-lane, adjoining the Rolls-yard, 
are being op wipe for the officials. It is stated that the 
Ttemoval will take place in a month. 

The Daily Telegraph on Wednesday stated that a peerage 

been offered to the new Chief Justice of the Common 

and that “as it is thought desirable that a new law lord 

lould be created, we imagine the Chief Justice will finally 
Seept the compliment offered to him by the Government.” 

the same organ has also aunounced that “ It is generally 
Mnderstood that after the Judicature Bill comes into opera- 





tion the law officers of the Crown will not, so far as conzerns 
the action of Liberal Governments—continue to have any 
particular claim to such vacancies as may arise in the chief 
seats of Common Law Courts, though every special instance 
will, of course, be considered on its merits. Inasmuch as 
this will be generally accepted as a wise and discreet 
arrangement, it will, no doubt, be followed by Conservative 
Ministries when in office.” 

At Chicago, the other day, a prisoner was brought up on 
a charge of burglary, and by advice of his counsel pleaded 
guilty. The State’s attorney, however, stated his belief that 
the man was innocent, and declined to prosecute, and the 
judge ordered his discharge. 

A meeting of the Judicature Commission was held on 
Wednesday at the Westminster Palace Hotel. Present— 
The Lord Chancellor, Lord Penzance, the Master of the 
Rolls, the Right Hon. G. W. Hunt, M.P., the Right Hon. 
Sir Montague Smith, Baron Bramwell, Mr. Justice Qaain, 
Sir Sydney H. Wateriow, Mr. Moffitt, Mr. Hollams, Mr. 
F. D. Lowndes, and Mr. R. A. Fisher, the secretary. 


The usual series of jurymen’s complaints has commenced. 
A ‘* Merchant,” writing to the Times, relates his experiences 
in the Lord Mayor's Court, “ Ten most trumpery cases,” he 
says, “‘ were disposed of, some undefended, some breaking 
down, some disposed of by the judge, and only two for which 
a verdict was taken from the jury. On being discharged for 
the day we each received the magnificent remuneration for our 
services (not of the slightest value, I freely admit) of 1s. 8d., 
being at the rate of 2d. per case.” 


We are informed that vol. 4 of the Revi-ed Edition of the 
Statutes was published on Wednesday last. ‘The editor, in 
a letter tothe Times of Thursday, stated that the printing of 
vol. 5, which will probably bring down the work to the reign 
of George IV., has begun, and is likely to be completed early 
in 1874, and that no further obstacles than such as may be 
incident to the publication of so heavy a work are now likely 
to prevent the continuous and regular production of the 
volumes, which, he believes, will rather fall short of than 
exceed the number of eighteen. 


The Education Department has just issued an order as to 
elections for filling up casual vacancies on parish school 
boards. In the case of each school board an election to fill 
any casual vacancy is to be held only once a year, in pur- 
suance of a certilicate to be sent by the Department to the 
returning officer announcing the number of vacancies to be 
made good, and he is thereupon to appoint some convenient 
day whereon te hold the election, provided that such day be 
not more than fourteen clear days and not less than four 
clear days before the anniversary of the date fixed for the 
first election of the board in question. 


On Wednesday last Sir J. D. Coleridge went through the 
ceremony of being called to the degree of Serjeant-at- Law. 
The old form of pleading in a writ of dower was gone through, 
Mr. Serjeant Ballantine appearing for the plaintiff and Si 
J. D. Coleridge for the defendant, who, having ‘‘ counted,” 
read the counts in the declaration and pleaded thereto. Mr. 
Serjeant Parry prayed leave to impart. The writ and plead- 
ings having been read by the Master of the Court, were 
ordered to be recorded, and Serjeant Coleridge was called 
within the bar. Mr. Justice Keating then said —“ Brother 
Coleridge, do you move?” Serjeant Coleridge, having bowed 
to their lordships, retired, and was then sworn in as a judge 
in the Court of Queen’s Bench, and afterwards took his seat 
in the Common Pleas. 


The Zimes refers to a rumour that a new arrangement will 
be made with respect to the clerks of judges appointed after 
the passing of the Judicature Act on the 5th of August last. 
Under the new regime the Chiefs of the three Common Law 
Courts, as at present constituted, are each to have a secretary 
at £500 a year, one clerk at £400, and another at £200. 
The provision also extends to the Master of the Rolls, and 
has been, it is understood, acted upon. By the 77th section 
of the new Act, upon a vacancy in the offices mentioned, the 
Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, may 
abolish the same, or reduce the salary, or alter the designa- 
tion or duties, but the provision is not operative until the 
commencement of the Act. Any alteration must, therefore, 
be by arrangement before the coming into operation of the 
new law. 


On Thursday evening a meeting was held at the rooms 
of the Social Science Association, Adelphi, under the 
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presidency of Mr. Charley, M.P., to consider the necessity 
for founding a Legal Practitioners’ Society, for ‘‘ the reform 
of the existing unsatisfactory state of the legal profession.” 
The proposal was that the society should restrict itself ‘‘ to 
the reform of proved abuses in connection with the profession 
only,” and among its objects the following were mentioned: 
To define the rules of etiquette of the legal profession, and 
reduce them toa written code ; to define the rights and 
liabilities of the two branches of the legal profession inter se, 
as well as in relation to the public; to place the govern- 
ment of the legal profession on a sound representative basis ; 
and to protect the legal profession against the depredations 
of unqualified men. A resolution was carried to form the 
society, and the meeting was adjourned to the 7th of January. 


We learn from a daily contemporary that a new 
gasman has recently been appointed in the Courts at 
Westminster, whose awkwardness in the management 
of the illumination of the Court of Queen’s Bench has been 
a frequent subject of remark on the part of the learned 
judges. On Tuesday Blackburn, J., complainedthattheglare | 
of the fully lighted gaselier affected hiseyes, and directed 
that the gasman should be sent for. The usher brought in 
the unhappy official, who was informed by the learned 
judge that in case of further complaint arising he wouid 





be committed for contempt of court. The terror-stricken 

gasman pleaded an excuse that the excess of gas in the | 
court arose from the demand for “more light ” in the | 
Divorce Court, but he promised to try in fature to regulate | 
the light according to the requirements in each court. f 


The following are the particulars as to the Scholarships 
which have been founded in Gray’s Inn:—The Arden 
Scholarships are three in number, each of the annual value 
of £60, one to be awarded yearly, the first in Hilary Term, 
1877, and to be tenable for three years, provided the holder 
shall so long continue a member of the society. The 
Scholarships are to be open to all gentlemen who are 
natives of Great Britain or Ireland, who shall have been 
admitted members of the society in or after Michaelmas 
Term, 1873, and shall not when admitted be more than 
twenty-four years of age. But to entitle any gentlemen 
to a Scholarship he must have kept in the society not less 
than twelve nor more than fifteen terms after admission, 
and have been called to the Bar by the society, and he | 
must likewise have obtained honours in the examination for 
call to the Bar, or have passed such other examination as 
the Founders’ Trustees may from time to time require. ‘The 
Society’s Scholarships are two in number—‘‘'[he Bacon 
Scholarship,’ of the annual value of £45, and “ The Holt 
Scholarship,’ of the annual value of £40, each to be 
awarded yeurly, and to be tenable for two years, provided 
the holder shall so long continue a member of the society, 
and not be a member of any other [nn of Court. The 
examination for these Scholarships will be held in Trinity 
Term in every year, commencing in the year 1874, and 
the subject of examination in each year will be ‘‘ The 
History of England, Political and Constitutional.’ These 
Scholarships are to be open to every student for the Bar 
who, on the day of examination, shall have been a member 
of the Society for not more than five Terms, and who 
shall have kept every Term since his admission inclusive 
of that in or before which he shall have been admitted 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Las? Quotation, Nov. 21, 1873. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 925 Annuities, April, ’s5 9} 
Ditto for Account, 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang, i9o* 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 8 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 91 Ditto, £500, Do 8 dis 
Do, "4 perCent., Jan. "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 8 dis 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cont., Jan.’78 Ct. (last half-year) 248 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
IndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.’74,205 , ind. Bnf.Pr,,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent. ,May,’79 101 
Ditto Sper Cent., July, "60 109 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account ,— nig Bein 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. ’88 1018 | Do.Do,5 per Cent, ,Aug.’73 1004 
Ditto, ditto ,Certificares, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct,, £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,1 per Cont.944| Dittc, ditto, under 41000 





—— > 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


\Paid.|Closing Prices 


| Railways. 


Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledonian . 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western ... 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock Great Northern 

Stock! Da., A Stock® .........0....coccsssceccsceees oa 

Stock Great Southern and Wesiern of Ireland 

Stock Great Western—Original......ce...ccsesceeeseeee 

Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire  ........ccs0e0 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast. 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover...... 

Stuck London and North-Western... 

Stock, Londoe and South Western 

Se-ck Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolu 

Stock | Metropolitan 

Stock; Do., District 

Stock Midland. 

Stock North British 

Stock North Eastern.... 

Stuck North London 

Stock North Staffordshire ... 

CRORE BORER DIO FOM : cccscs ssidcescesecsnecthnssnseceestosentee 

Stuck | South-Lastern ....ceceeceeereecereeeseerseres coseecee! 100 | 105 





* A receives no dividend util 6 per cent. has been paid to P. 


Money Marker AND Ciry INTELLIGENC™. 


The Bank rate of discount was reduced on Thursday 
from 9 per cent. to 8 per cent., and at length there is an 
upward movement in the proportion of reserve to liabilities, 
which has risen from about 344 per cent. to about 414 per 
cent. There was a slight fall in railway stocks at the 
commencement of this week, but prices have again im- 
proved, and the market on Thursday was firm. A 
similar remark applies to the foreign market, in which 
there was a slight depression on Tuesday and Wednesday, 
bat considerable activity on Thursday. ‘Turkish securities 


| have improved considerably. 


The Coal-Economising Gas Compauy is a new under- 
taking, its object being to acquire ‘‘ Skoine’s Patent,” 
which is considered valuable for manufacturing coal gas 
for lighting with one half the quantity of coal now used, 
besides increasing the gas as well as its illuminating 
power, The capital consists of £300,000, the first issue 
being for £165,000, in shares of £10 each. The vendor, 
taking in part payment 12,000 shares, receiving dividends 
only on 5,500 until 10 per cent. has been paid each year 
on the issued capital. The remaining 4,500 shares are 
now offered to the public. 


A prospectus has been issued of the Gas and Water De- 
benture Trust Company (Limited), having a capital of 
£2,000,200, in 100,000 shares of £20 each. ‘The prospectus 
states that the object of the company is to apply to gas and 
water companies the principle of combination, which was 
originated in the Foreign and Colonial Government Trusts, 
and has subsequently been most successfully extended by 
the Railway Debenture ‘I'rust Company (Limited), and the 
constitution of this company is on a basis analogous to that 
ofthe latter company. It is stated that experience has 
shown that well selected gas, water and other industrial 
companies yield returns of from 6 to 12 per cent. ; and that 
a contract for the investment of a portion of the capital has 
been made by the company on this basis. That no promo- 
tion money is to be paid; and that the founders of the com- 
pany undertuke to pay all preliminary and other expenses 
of its establishment, and to guarantee the subscription of 
two thirds of the present issue (being the amount required 
by the rules of the Stock Exchange for obtaining an official 
quotation) in consideration of receiving 10 per cent. of the 
net profits in every year in which not less than 7 per cent. 
dividend is paid on the entire paid-up share capital, ‘This 
arrangement, it is stated, not only assures the successful 
foundation of the company, but enables it to start with its 
share capital intact. 


COURT PAPERS. 
CHANCERY. 

Any oavses in which Vice-Chancellor Hall has been 
counsel, which are in his list of causes, may be trans 
ferred without any application being made to His Honour 
for that purpose. By Order. 
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BANKRUPTCY. 
The Chief Judge will not sit on Monday next, the 24th 
jnst., but will sit on Wednesday, the 26th, and following 


* days. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
Lzr—On Nov. 16, at 35, Connaught-square, the wife of L. Yate 
Lee, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister—at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. 


PatMER—STEMSON—On Nov. 15, at St. George’s, Thomas Hit- - 


chen Palmer, Esq., Solicitor, Norwich, to Elizabeth Carter 
Stemson, widow of the late George Stemson, Esq., of Exeter. 
DEATH. 
G@wATKIN—On Nov. 17, at Grove House, Twickenham, Frederick 
Gwatkin, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, aged 64, 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tvespay, Nov 11, 1873, 
Clement, James White, and James White Clement, jun, attorneys and 
solicitors, Alton, Southampton. Nov x. 
Gregory, Lewis William, and Richard John Bowerman, attorneys and 
solicitors, under the firm of aes Gregory, and Bowerman, 155, 
_Cannon st, London. July 31. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tugspay, Nov. 11, 1873. 
Limirep in Caancrey. 

- Auvergne Bituminous Rock and Paving Company, Limited.—V.C. 
Malins has, by an order dated Nov 1, appointed Frederick Ber- 
tram Smart, 86, Cheapside, and James Marmont, 20, Bury st, St 
James’s, provisionally joins official liquidators. 

Srannanizs OF CoRNWALL, 

Saint Breward Consols Copper Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Nov 5, directed to be heard before the Vice- 
Warden, Truro, on Monday, Nov 24, at }*%. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at 
the Registrar's Office, Truro, on or before’ Nov 20, and notice there- 
of most at the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitor, 
or his agent. Chilcott. Tavistock, solicitor of the petitioner. Chii- 
cott, Truro, agent. 

Fripay, Noy. 14, 1873. 
LIMITED LN ee , 

Buex Brewery Company, Limited.—Credi ired, on or be- 
fore Dec 12, to send their names and waddenen ¢ and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Alfred Thomas, 2, Adelaide-place, London 
Bridge, Friday Dec 19, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicat- 
ing upon the debts and claims. 

Tanius imorike, Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Nov 10, directed to be heard bofore the M.R., on Saturday, 
Nov 22. Pike, Serle st, Lincoln’s inn, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Skagersholm Estate Comvany, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 30, tosend their names and addresses, and the particalars 
of their debts or claims, to Lorentz Tiden, 3#, Clements lane. Wed- 
hesday, Jan | 4 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

Tuxspay, Nov, 18, 1873. 

Metropolitan Consumers’ Co-operative Association, Limited.—By an 
order made by the M.R., dated Nov 8, it wa ordered that the above 
association bs wound up. Musgrave, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for 
the petitioners. 

Owen's Patent Wheel Tire and Axla Company, Limited.—Petition for 
Winding up, presented Nov 17, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, 

on Dec 5. Redhead, South»mpton st, Bloomsbury, agent for Potter 
pet Brown, Rotherham, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Sandhill Firebrick, Tile, and Clay Company, Limited.—-By an order 
made by the M.R. dated Nov &, it was ordered that the above con- 
a4 be wound up. Aldridge’ and Thorn, Bedford row, Agents for 

gman aud Johnstone, Tavistock, solicitors for the petitioners 
* Co-operative Association, Limited.—By an order made by the 

MR. A ‘ov 8, it was ordered that the above association be wound 
Up. Musgrave, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners, 

Western of Canada Oil Landaand Works Company, Limited.— = 
order made by the M.R., dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the 
tenet bewound up. Attwell, Old Broad st, solicitor for the peti- 


Limited,—By an order made by V.C. 





oy Tramway Company, 
Malina, dated Nov 7. it was ordered that the above company be 
eon up. Mathews and Mathews, Bedford row, solicitors for the 


County Pavatins or Lancaster. 
Prateo-Canadian Steam Ship Company, Limited.—By an order made 


\ Whitney, Susan, Drayton grove, Old Brompton. Decl. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Nov. 14, 1873. 
Case, Henry, Wharf, Harrow rd, Paddington, Coal Merchant. Dec 22. 
Pinkerton v Bird, V.C. Malins. Morgan, Somerset st, Portman 


square 
Cavendish, Henry Frederick Compton, Burlington gardens, Gen H.M. 
pee Dec 22. Cavendish v Cavendish, V.C. Malins. Bailey, Ber- 
ners st 
Clements, George, Ryde, Isle of hire eng Brewer. Dec 15. Lodger v 
Eldridge, V.C. Malins. Cole, Portse: 
os Jeremiah, Green st. Picadilly, Tisutenent Col. 
odgson, V.C. Malins. Hodgson, Carlisle 
autde io Popham, The Cedars, Putney, Gent. 
Gattie, V -C. Malins. Chappell, Golden square 
Holt, Robert, Bury, a. Timber Merchant. 
Holt, V.C. Malins. Dodds, Bury 
Creditors under 22 &23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frupar, Nov. 14, 1873. 
See Soup teen, Cote Hous2, near Bristol, Esq. Jan 20. Wansey, 
a sith Sarah, Compton rd, Canonbury. Dec 31, 
and Co, Austin Friars 
Ashton, James, Mimwood, Herts, Esq. Jan 12. Cunliffe and Leaf, 
Manchester 


Stoneham and 


Dec 6, Isaac v 
Dec 12, 
Dec 6. 


Sloper v 
Holt ¥ 


Masterman 





Bale, James, Rawstorne st, St, John st rd. Nov 24. 
Legge, Philpot lane 


Benson, Amelia St.George Browne, Wyndham place, Bryanstone square, 
Dec 15. Merediths, and Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Brockbank, Charles, Birmingham, Metal Agent. Dec 31. Glaisyer, 
Birmingham 

Clarke, David, Cheadle Halme, Cheshire, Farmer. Jan 15. Reddish 
and Lake, S:ockport 

Coulter, Angela, Canterbury, Kent. Dec 13. Lake, Canterbury 

= ms Richard, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Merchant. Feb!. Ingledew and 

0, Cardiff 
Cranmore, Samuel, Birmingham, Agent. Dec8, Cottrell, Birmingham 
—, William, Rothley Grange, Leicester, Esq. Dec 1. Dabbs, 
tam for 
— Reg Winson Green, near Birmiogham, Esq. Dec30. Crosse, 
rd, Doctors’ commons 

Eltiott. William. Alconbury, Hunticgdon, Retired Baker. Dec 24. 
Barton, Huntingdon 

Ford, Walter, Gray’sinn rd, Gas i ard Manufacturer. -Dac 12. Sharp 
and Ullithorne, Field court, Gray’s inn 

Groves. John, Lark Hill, Wenleme, Retired Glove Manufacturer. Jan 
6. Haxley, Worcester 

Hunt, Mary, Brentford Butts, Middlesex. Jan 13. Taylor, Bakewell 

Hoyle, Eliza Kennedy, Camberwell rd. Jan 14. Mott, Paternoster row 

Organ, Richard, Brockworth, Gloucester, Timber Merchaat. Des 29. 
Mallings and Co, Cirences‘er 

Sale, Edward, Honington, Warwickshire, Gent. Dect8, Nicoll, Saip- 
ston-on-Stour 

Semper, Harriet, Groverd, St. John’s Wood. D:c)8. Norris and Sons, 

Stamp 

Durham, Grocer. Dec 3. Fryer, 


Bedford row 
Smith, John Bridgeman, Awliscombe, Devon, Solicitor. Jant. 
and Son, Honivon 
Smith, Thomas, West Hartlepool, 
West Hartlepool 
Stafford, John, Union rd, Newington, Gent. Dec 30. Laundy, Cecil 
st, Strand 
Sulivan, Emily Albini Fanry, Grange terrace, Brompton. Jan 1. 
Franklin, Tanfield court, Inner Temple 
Sowerby, William, Missingham, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 16. Oldman 
and Iveson, Gainsborough 
Vicars, James, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Dec 30. Taylor, Bolton 
White, Henry, Great Marlboro st, Regeat st, Tailor. Jani. Crouch 
and Spencer, Gray’s inn square 
Tyrell, Gray’s 
Stoneham and 


Dec 


inn square 
Wills, James, Laurel grove, Sydenham. 
Legge, Philoot lane 
Woodcock, William, Mansfield, Nottingham, Attorney-at-Law. 
31. Bryan, Mansfield 
Tusspar, Nov. 18, 1873. 
ee. Rayner, Earl Soham, Suffulk, Surgeon. Dec 1. 
Preston, Norwich 
Bindley. George, Coventry, Warwick, Haberdasher. Jan 14. Twist 
and Sons, Coventry - 
Bliss, Henry, Paper builtings, Temple, E-q. Jan I4. Young and Co, 
Hinds, 


Frederick's piace, Old Jewry 
Yoeman. Dec li, 
Gell, Lewes 


Nov 17. 


Kerrison and 


Brissenden, Thomas, Goudhurst, Kent, 
Goudhurst 
Cox, George, Lewes, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Jan 1. 
— Liverpool, Gent. Dec 20. Payne aad Son, Liverpool 
—- Samael, Marsden, York, Cotton Spinner. Janis. Owen, Hud- 
de 


Elin, — Bloxam, Great Winchester st buildings, Merchant. Jan 1. 
off and Co, Great Winchester st buildings 
Shepheard and 


Gowan, Maria Martin, Foskett, Bickley, Kent. ec 31. 
Sons, Finsbury cireus 
William, See Wells, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. Dee 24. 
Cripps, Tunbridge W 
Garnier, Rev Thomas, _ er Dec 20. Bowker, Winchester 
Hanbury, Sarah, Piccadilly. Dec 31. Woollacott and Leonard, Grace- 
Miles and Leicester 


charch st 
Owlerton, York, Millwright. Deo24. Younge and 





a vee Cnenastior, dated Nov ‘. it be gg that ny i = 
windi up o 6 above compan continu opeman iver 
‘elicitor for the petitioners. died , : 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
: Tunspar, Nov, 16, 1873, 
™ Side Friendly Society, Riding Mill, Northumberland. Nov 8 





pcb Wit, Lloeaor, Gent. Jan 31. 
Dec 8. Wade and 


Hotiey <a —_ Root hing, Essex, Farmer, 

er, Great Dunmow 

Jackson, Thomas, Stratford. te ag pr Corn Dealer. Jan 
15, Hobbes and Co, Stratford-upon: 

Kies, William Daniel, ¥ Fen —_ Fesshoreh ot st,Gent. Deo 30. Marsh, 
Fen court, Fenchurch 
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Long, William Henry, Brackley Park, near Bolton, Lancashire, Com- 
mercial Traveller. Dec 18. Rushton and Co, Bolton-le-Moors 

Lowther, Thomas, Stratford, Essex, Beerhouse keeper. Dec 12. Glynes 
and Son, Leadenhall st 

Parsons, Joseph, St, George, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Dec 31. Dix, 
Bristol 

Pearman, James, Tettenhall, Stafford, Gent, Jan 12. Sanders, 
Bromsgrove 

Raves, Mary Ann, Amwell st, Clerkenwell. Jan 1. Dale, Furniva!’s 


inn, Holborn 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Nov. 14, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Dobson, John Thomas, West Kensington gardens, Financial Agent. 
Pet Nov!2. Spring-Rice. Dec 2 at 11 
Eaton, Ambrose, Great St Helen's, Bishopsgate st, Merchant. Pet 
Nov 12. Spring-Rice. Nov 27 at 11.30 
Handley, James, Wych st, Strand, Victualler. Pet Nov 11. Pepys. 
Nov 25 atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Dean, John Augustus, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Nov 10. Patchett. 
Nottingham. Dec 1 at 12 
Devon, Dowager Countess of, Walshposl, Montgomery. Pet Nov 11. 
Talbot. Newtown, Nov 25 at 12.30 
Johnson, Richard, and William Henry Johnson. Sheffield, Watch- 
makers, Pet Nov 10. Wake. Sheffield, Nov 26 at 1 
Joynson, Peters, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Pet Nov li. Hime. 
Liverpoo!, Nov 26-at 2 
Price, Herbert, and John Westall, Salford, Lancaster, Painters. Pet 
Nov ll. Hulton. Salford, Nov 26 at 11 
Robins, John, Stamford, Lincoln, Carpenter. Pet Nov 10, Gaches, 
Peterborough, Nov 26 at 11 
Tilley, Henry Arthur, Hanwell, Middlesex, Schoolmaster. Pet Nov 1. 
Ruston. Brentford, Nov 29 at 10 
Ward, James, Tiverton, Devon, Lessee of Tolls. Pet Nov 1l. Daw. 
Exeter, Nov 25 at 11 
Worrad, Charles, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Pet Oct 29. Chauntler. 
Birmingham, Nov 26 at 2 
Tuespay, Nov. 18, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Searrender in London. 
Hardin, Alfred, Mile End rd, Draper, Pet Nov 13. Pepys. Dec 2 at 
11.30 


Kohler, William, Southwark Bridge rd, Match.Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
13. Hazlitt. Dec 3atll 

Phillips, T J , Elgin villas, Clapham, Gent, Pet Nov 13. Pepys. 
Dec 2 at 12 


Steadman, Prancis Robert, Fowlis terrace, South Kensington. Pet 
Nov i3. Pepys. Dec 2 at 12.30 

Strange, Frederick, Penton place, Kennington Park rd, Proprietor of 
the Royal Surrey Gardens. Pet Nov 13. Roche. Dec 4at 1 

Weigall. Chazles Edwards, Union ct, Old Broad st, Solicitor, Pet Nov 
14. Murray. Dec 2 at il 

ToSurrender in the Country. 

Brown, Thomas, Upper Worthliey, Leeds, Milk Seller. Pet Nov 12. Mar- 
shall. Leeds, Dec 3 at 11 

Cohen, Fortuni, Manchester, Merchant. Pet Nov 12, Kay. Man- 
chester, Dec 4 at 9.30 

Collins, Charies, Addlestone, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Pet Nov 8. Bell. 
Kingston, Dec 2 at 1 

Glover, Walter John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant Tailor. “Pet 
Nov 15. Mortimer. Newcastie, Dec 2 at 11.30 

Hill, George, Halifax, Wool and Waste Dealer. Pet Nov 15. Rankin. 
Halifax, Vee 4 at 11 

Hordie, Henry John, Hillfield, Dorset, Cheesefactor. Pet Nov 13. 
Symonds. Dorchester, Dec 1 at 2 

Kearsley Edward, Woolton, Lancaster, Gent Pet Nov 14. Watson. 
Liverpool, Dec 2 at 2 

Kingsland, Mark William. Hadlow, Kent, Miller. Pet Nov 13. Cripps. 
Tunbridge Wells, Nov 29 at 10 

Mugieston, Thomas Barrow, Brasted, Kent, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 13. 
Cripps. Tunbridge Wells, Nov 29 at 11 

Smith, George, Llandudno, Carna von, Car Proprietor, Pet Nov 13. 
Jones. Bangor, Nov 29 at 12 

Sterratt, Israel, Manchester, Wvod Turner. Pet Nov13 Kay. Man- 
chester. Dec 5 at 9.30 

Wilkes, Edward, Darjaston, Stafford, Nut and Bolt Manufacturer, Pet 
Nov 13. Clarke. Walsa:l, Nov 29 at1l 

BANKRUPICIES ANNULLED. 
Farivar, Nov. 14, 1673, 
Hodges, William Henry, Streatham place, Brixton hill, Gent. Nov 8 
ers, Frederick W » Marlborough hill, St Jobn’s Wood, Gent. 


Nov5 
Torspay, Nov. 18, 1873, 
Jeweli, Thomas, Leadenhall st, Architect. Nov 11 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 

i Pawar, Nov 14, 1873. 

Bailey, Herbert, Dresden, Swsffrd, no occupation. Nov 21 at 2 at 
Offices of Stevenson, Brouk st, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Barnecutt, isenry, Plymouth, Devon, Cuina Dealer, Dee 1 at 12 at 
Offices of Edmunds, Parade, Plymouth 

Barnes, Edward, Winchester, Hauts, Brewer. Nov 24 at 4atthe Eagle 
Hotel, Winchester. Godwin and Shenton, Winchester 

Baron, Joseph, Old Acerington, Lancashire. Reed Manufacturer. Dee 
2 at }1 at the Crown Hotel, Blackburn road, Old Accrington. Barlow, 
New Accrington 

Baxter, Jowpl, Bradford, York, Buyer. Nov 29 at 10 at offices of 
Hutchinson, Picead iy chambers, Bradtord 
seoby, Ldward, Ashchurch terrace, New rd, Hammeramith, out of 
business. Nov 27 at | at office of Warrand, Ludgate bill 

Bettam, Richard, Cheltenham, Gloucester, boot Dealer, Dee 1 ati at 
offices of Chesshyre, Regent st, Cheltenham 





—=> 

Bryant, William, Princes rd, Notting Hill, Boot Maker. Nov 27 at 3 at 
the Masons’ Hall; Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall gt, Watson, 
Basinghall st 

Butler. William Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Bridle Cutter, Nov 25 atl 
at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Butterworth, John, sen, John Butterworth, jun, and Joseph Batte:, 
worth, Greenfield, Saddleworth, York, Flannel Finishars. Nov 97 a 
12 at the Railway Hotel, Greenfield, buckley, Stalybridze 

Chadwick, William Henry, Manche-ter, Beerhouse Kesper. Dac | at¢ 
at office of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Chapman, William, and Charles Hall, Horncast'e, Lincoln, Bootmakers, 
Dec 3 at 12.at the Corn Exchange, Horncastle. Tweed, Horncagils 

Clegg, Squire, Liverpool, Grocer. Nov 26 at 3 at o‘fices of Evans and 
Lockett. Commeree chambers, Lord st, Liverpool! 

Cobham, Francis Algernon, Suuthwick crescent, Hyde Park, Judga’g 
Clerk, Dec 8 at 12 at office of Tarner and Co, Linzoln’s inn fields 
Coleman, John, Scarborough, Contractor. Dec 1 at 2 at the Bull 

Hotel, Searborough, Watts, Scarborough : 
Collin, Campbell, Liverpool, Flock Bed Manufacturer. Dee 3 at 2 at 
offices of Theoba'ds aud Co, South Castle st, Liverpool. Cotton, Liver. 


pool 

Collison, William Hall, Lower Thames st, Carman. Dee 1 at 2 at offiess 
of Trass, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Colquhoun, Peter, Manchester, Commission Merchant. D2c 2 at § at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Davies, Daniel, Tredegar, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec | at 11 at office of 
Dixon, Tredegar place, Newport 

Davis, Samuel, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Baker. Nov 29 at Ul at 
offices of Chapman, Weston-super-Mare 

Davison, George, Sheffield, Tailor. Nov 22 at 12 at offices of Tatters 
shall, Queen st, Sheffield 

Daviss, Josiah, Roman rd, Bow, Manufacturing Confectioner. Dee it 
at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd. Heathfield, Lincoln's ion 
fields 

Dawes, James, Dudley, Worcester, Wheelwright. Nov 25 at 11 at office 
of Shakespeare, Charch st, Oldbury 

Dawson, George Lodowick, Middichaw, York, Trainer of Race Horses, 
Nov 28 at 12 at offices of Robinson, Darlington 

Ellwood, Charles, Moore Park terrace, King’s rd, Fulham, Cheese 
monger. Nov 27 at 4 at office of Aird, Easteheap 

Faunt, John, Haltoft end, near Boston, Lincoln, Grocer. Nov 27 at il 
at offices of York, Church st, Boston 

Fletcher, John. Dudley, Worcester, Charter Master. Nov 25 at 12 a 
offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Frowd, John, Great Berkhampstea’, Hertford, Ale Merchant. Nov % 
at 11 at offices of Bullock, Great Berkhampstead 

Gage, Thomas Hastiugs, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Tobacconist. Nor 
26 at 3 at otfices of Jay and Pilgrim, Tolls court, sriggs st, Norwich 

Gibbs, James, Gloucester rd. Regent’s Park, Artist in Glass. Nov 2éat 
11 at offices of Davis, Bedford row, Holborn 

Gomer, Charles, Brighton, Sussex, Boot Dealer. Dec 1 at 3 at office of 
Edmonds and Co, Poultry. Black and Co, Brighton 

Gooderson, William, Dean st, Commercial rd, Fiour Factor. Now 25 at 
3 at offices of Shearman, Littie Tower st 

Grant, Richard, Crawford st, Marylebone, House Decorator. Nov 27 at 
3 at the Goldhawk Tavern, Goldhawk rd, Hammersmith 

Gregory, John, Northumberland Park, Tottenham, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Copland, Queen s*, Cheapside. Peckham and 
Co, Knight Rider st 

Gregory, Thomas, Manchester, Salesman. Nov 26 at 3 at office of Mann, 
Marsden at, Manchester 

Harding, Richard, Ilfracombe, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Nov 27.at12at 
the King’s Arms Hotel, Barnstaple 

Hardwick, Thomas, Allington st, Pimlico, Grocer’s Assistant. Nori? 
at 2 at office of Walls, Walbrook 

Hathaway, James, Barr common, Aldridge, Stafford, out of business, 
Nov 28 at 1] at offices of Wilkinson and Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 

Herring, Edward and Tnomas Meldrum Dobie, St George’s st But, 
Edge Tool Manufacturer. Nov 25 at 2 at offices of Mosley and Co, 
Chapel place, Poultry. Rae, Mincing lane 

Hetley, William, Peterborough, Northampton, Parmer, Nov 27 abit 
at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Hide, Charles, Luton, Bedfordshire, Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 
Bath aod Co, King William st 

Holroyd, Joseph, Bingley, York, Grocer. Noy 28 at 2 at offices of 
Robinson and Robinson, North st, Keighley 

Huxtable, Edwin Beedle, Cheltenham, Gloucester, no occupation. Nor 
29 at 11 at office of Marshall, Eseex place, Cheltenham 

James, Charles, Birmingham, Mercantile Clerk. Nov 25 at 3 at office 
of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Jones, Thomas, Kingswinford, Stafford, out of business. Nov 26 at 11.20 
at office of Homfray and Ho.berton, High st, Brierley hili 

Jones, Edward White, Nottingham, Glass Dealer. De | at 12 atofiiee 
of Maples, Low Pavement, Nottingham 

Kelsey, William, Chilton st, Bethnal Grean rd, Trimming Manuface 
turer. Nov 26 at 12 at 33, Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 

King, Thomas, Ryde, Isle of Wight, out of business, Nov 25 ats at 
offices of Kiliby, Portland st, Southampton 

Knutsson, Johan Vlof, West Hartlepool, Durham, Clerk, Nov. 25 at# 
at the Raglan Hotel, West ILartiepool 

Larney, George Robert, Green st, Bethnal Groen, Greengrocor. Nov 
28 at 3 at offices of Brown, Finsbury place 

Maniey, Hurbert, Manchester, Uil Merchant. Nov 97 at 3 at offices of 
Sa'e and Co Booth st, Manchester 

Meunley, William Henry, Rushall, Stafford, Farmer, Deo 1 ut It a 
Offices of Stauley, Bridge st, Walsall : 

Murray, George reaves, tanchester, Attorney at-Liw, Deo 3at3 
at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Nicoll, Donald, Paternoster row, Wholesale Clothier, Nov 28 at 2 a 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Movley and Sairreff, Marklaae 

Park, William, Trowbridge, Wilts, Beerhouse Keepar. Nov 28 atl a> 
office of Snrapnell, Market House, 'Troworidge 

Parker, Joseph, Chatham, Kent, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 29 at 48 
offices of Cogswell, Gracechurch st, Hicks, Gracechurch st 

Parson, Henry, Ipswich, Suffolk, Commercial ‘Lravaller, Dec dat 1% 
at offices of Jennings, Falcon at, Ipswich 

Potter, George, Knighton, Kudoor, Builder. Nov 23 at 12 at the Nortoo 
Arms Hotel, Knighton 
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Price, James Palmer, Handsworth, Stafford, Broker. Nov 22 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
row, Worthing 
Edward Samuel, Derby, Boot Maker. Nov 29 at i2 at the 
Hotel, Saddlergate, Derby 
Rodman, George, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Nov 26 at 2 at offices of 
Adams, Baldwin st, Bristol. Sherrard, Bristol 
Seat, John, Lincoln, Veterinary Surgeon. Nov 29.at 11 at offices of 
e and Larken, Bank st, Lincoln 
Edmund, Fleetwood, Lancashire, Chemist. Nov 27 at 2 at the 
White Horse Inn, Friargate, Preston. Edelston, Preston 
Sedgwick, Elizabeth, Sedbergh, York, Widow. Dec 4 at 12 st the 
Black Bull Hotel, Sedbergh. Moser and Sons, Kendal 
Smith, John, and John Hewitt, Old st, St Luke’s, Engineers. Nov 26 
at3.at offices of Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 
Spink, Edward, Kingston-upon-Hall, Grocer’s Assistant. Nov 27 at 12 
at offices of Bell, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Stapley, Edward Maitland, and George Stapley, Old Jewry chambers, 
Old Jewry, Commission Merchants. Dec 2 at 12 at the City Terminus 
- Hotel, South Eastern Railway Station, Cannon st. Linklater and Co, 
. Walbrook 
$tephers, Henry Edward, Bristol, Tailor. Nov 22 at 11 at offices of 
Essery, Guildhail. Broad st, Bristol 
‘Stewart, Robert, and William Lord, Bacup, Lancashire, Cotton Spinners. 
Nov 28 at 3 at the Wheatsheaf Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester. 
Standring, Rochdale 
Stimson, Edward, Lincoln, Engine Turner. Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 
Barrison, Bank st Lincoln 
Tainton, Alfred, Stamford, Lizcoln, Ironmonger. Dec.1 at 3 at offices 
of King, Temple st, Birmingham 
, John Brain, Bristel, Printer. Nov 29 at 2 at 6, Bath st, Bristol 
, William, jan. Birmingham, Butcher, Nov 28 at 2 at offices 
of Brown, Bennett’s hill. Birmingham 
, Samuel Alfred, Roman rd, Barnsbury, Telegraph Engineer. 
Dec 1 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. East and Fanston 
Walker, Ebenezer, and James Walker, Malmesbury, Wilts, Chemists. 
Nov 39 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Railway Station, Swindon. Jones 
and Forrester, Malmesbury 
Walker, John, Manchester, Tea Merchants. Dec 1 at 3 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Waburton, King st, Manchester 
Ward, William Josiuh. Litchfield st, Soho, Carpenter. Nov 22 at3 at 
. Offices of Giayson, Hunter st, Brunswick square. Cooper, Charing 


cross 

Watson, Henry, Sheffield, Spring Knife Manufacturer. Nov 24 at 4 at 
offices of Binney and Sons, Queen st chamb ers, Sheffield 

Watson, John, Wakefield, York: Whi ith. Nov 27 at 3 at the Manor 
House Inn, Wakefield. Stocks and Nettleton 

Webber, Simon, Birmingham, Clothier. Nov 25 at 10 at offices of 
East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Welburn, John, Bradford, York, Provision Dealer. Nov 28 at 3 at 
office of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Weston, William, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer. Nov 27 at 12 at office 
of Fowler and Co, Hotel ss, Leicester 

Weston, William Edward, Birmingham, Woollen Merchant. Nov 26 at 
3 at offices of Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambers, New -:t, 
Birmingham 

, George Samuel, Bristol, Fruiterer, Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 

Miles and Read, Broad st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 

Whitaker, Jeremiah Ridge, Shipley, York, Tailor, Nov 29 at 11 at 

of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Wickham, Edward, Balne, York, Farmer, Dec 2 at 3 at the Green 

Dragon Hotel, Pontefract. Brown 








t 


o Teepe Worthing, Baker. Dec 11 at 12 at offices of Luckett, | 


IVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
1, KING WILLIAM-8TREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Established 1834. 


JOHN FARLEY LEITH, Esq., MP., Q.C., Chairman. 
WILLIAM NORRIS NICHOLSON, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 


George Henry Brown, Esq, ) John Jackson, M.D. 

The Hon. James Byng. James Joseph Mackenzie, Esq. 

Henry Walford Green, Esq. Sir MacDonald Stephenson. 

Osgood Hanbury, Esq. Chas. Freville Surtees, Esq. 
Actuary and Secretary—FREDERICK HENDRIKS, Esq, 

The accumulated profits of the Universal, atthe Thirty-ninth annual 
investigation in 1872 amounted to £237,856. Upwards of four-fifths of 
this sum is reserved to enterinto the average of future years. The re- 
maining fifth allows of a reduction of the premium upon all participat- 
ing policies six years in force on the same ‘iberal scale as for several 
years past; namely, 50 per cent., or one-half the original premium. 
Policies , upon which the premium was originally £100, will thas be 
charged with £50 enly of premium for the current year, May, 873-74. 

Policies in foree £3,222,388, Accumulated Funds, £967,709. Annual 
income, £162,604. 

The Directors deg to draw attention to the great economy of premiums 
in this Society, to its large reserves, and to its experience of nearly 
40 years, during which it has secared the utmost possible benefit to the- 
assured. The policy holders have received cash returns of upwards of 
— in addition to about two millions sterling paid for claims upon 

hs, 


Branch Offices and Agencies in Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and 
Ceylon. Additional Agents required in the United Kingdom. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—i26, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


Capital, One Millicn Sterling, fully subscribed by upwards of 400 share- 
holders, nearly all of whom are members of the legal profession. 


Chairman—Sir Witt1am Foster, Bart., Norwich. 
Deputy-Chairman—James Cuppon Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmitn’s- 
building, Temple. 


The Capital subscribed and Funds in hand amount to upwards of 
£1,330,000, affording unquestionable security. 

The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, 
which is free from all conditions. . 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests ari 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 

Prospectuses, copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance- 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M’GEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


1) QUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
of SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835, Capital paid-up, £480,000, 
This Society purchases reversionary property and life interests, and 
grauts loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office. 
F. 8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
CG, H, CLAYTON, 











Wilson, Benjamin, Manchester st, Manchester square, no pati 
Nov 24 at 12 at Blake's Private Hotel, Manchester st, Manchester 
aquare. Gorden, South Molton st 

Wood, Witliam, Darlaston, Stafford, Painter, Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 

Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Woodall, James, Preston. Lancashire, Lamp Merchant. Nov 24 at 2 at 
the White Horse Inn, Friargate, Preston. Edelston, Preston 

Woods, Josiah, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Mineral Water Mannfacturers, 
Nov 27 at 2 at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

(a nan ea a ee rE 


ERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have Jong operated as an oppressive tax 
‘Wpon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
W this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
pening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
pundertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
te scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
totheir means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
es the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 

Othe United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars ma 
Obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 2, 
place, Strand, W.C, 

_—_—_- ‘ 


NO END OF WORRY SAVED BY THE USB OF 


NE’S PATENT BOOK BOXES, for the safe 
and orderly keeping of all papers and dozuments, printed and 
Manuscript. Prices from 2s, 6d. to 78. 6d. Sold by all booksellers and 
| Mationers. A sample box sent, carriage paid, to any railway station ia 
Bagland, by Henny Srone, Manufacturer, Banbary. 


PROVED and ECONOMIC COOKERY.—Use 
LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as" stock” for beef- 
soups,made dishes and sauces; gives fine flivour and great 

+ Invariably adopted in households when fairly tried. 
Cavtion.—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label). 

















VIENNA EXHIBITON, 1873, 


HE DIPLOMA OF HONOUR, being the 
highest distinction, has been awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY'S 
‘RACT OF MEAT. 
Require the facsimile, in blue, of the inventor’s (Baron Justus ¥. 
Wehig) signature on the Trade Mark label. 





HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Estalished in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus<- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 

balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawa? 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon, 

BiLts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche? 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection, j 

Sates anv Puncuas8s effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East Iniia Stock and loans,and the safe custody of the same undertaken 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, ind civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British ands ndian, transacted. 

J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


UYAL POLYTECHNIC. — NOTICE, — THE 
BNCHANTED GLEN (writtea by Da. Caort), notwithstanding 
its great popularity, cannot be given after November 8th, in consequence 
of the engagement of Ma. HOWARD PAUL. This week 315th repre- 
sentation. Mr. HartweLt.—New Lectures by Paorassom GARDARR.— 
1. THB SILBER LIGHT.—2. SUGAR : from the Cane to the Teacup. 
~—HOME ELECTRICITY, by Ma. Kine.—Other Novelsies,—Open 
daily, from 12 to 5,& 7 to 10. Admission 1s, 


ARR’S, 26 5, STRAND.— 

Dinners (trom the joint) vegetables, &e., Is, Gd., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s, and 2s. 6d. “If desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of ove house, and that is in the Strand, close to_ Danes 
Inn, There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bettie, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling,”"—A0 the Year Roand, Jane, 18, 1864, 
440 8, 

Th. ow Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-roems fa 

London, Dinners (fram the joint), vegetab.es, &c,, 1s. Gd. 
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No. 34, Mitre-street, Aldgate, let at £22 per annum. Held for term 


Whitechapel-road.—Two Freehold Cottages, Nos. 9 and 10, Hope- 


cue ar 
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Important Freeholds, Copyholds, and Leaseholds, producing about £660 
per annum, but with reversions in a few years to rack rents of con- 


siderably larger amount :— 
Freeholds. 


Nos. 26 and 28, Botolph-lane, in the City of London,and the White 
Hart Publie-house in the rear; let at £80 and £64 per annum on 
leases expiring in 1893 and 1880. 

The Horse Shoe Public-house, Clerkenwell-close ; let at £60 per annum 
on lease expiring in 1878. 

No. 2, Postern-row, Tower-hill; let at £55 per annum until 1892. 

The Lord Rodney's Head Public-house and Music-hall, Whitechapel- 
road ; let at £50 per annum on lease expiring in 881. 

No. 195, High-street, Shoreditch; letat £52 10s. per annum on lease 
expiring in 1877. b 

Beer Shop, No. 194, High-street, Shoreditch; let at £60per annum on 
lease expiring in 1882. 

No. 70, Holywell-lane, Shoreditch ; let at £20 per annum until 1883, 

A Ground-rent of £10 per annum, secured on Nos, 6,7, and 8, Type- 
street, and 11 and 12, Harrod-street, Bethnal-green, with reversion 


in 1897. 
Copyholds. 

Seven Houses, Nos. | to 7, Providence-row, Weatheral!-road, Victoria- 
park, let to weekly tenants at rents producing £137 2s. per annum. 

A Ground rent of £23 per annum secured on No. 8, Providence-row, 
and Five Houses adjoiding, in Weatherall-road, Victoria-park, with 
reversion in 1892. 

Leaseholds. 


expiring 20 days before Lady Day, 1883. Groundrent £3. 
Nos. 17 and 18, William.street, Kennington-oval, jet at £33 per annum 
until 1883. Held under the Duchy of Cornwall at £3 per annum. 


ESSRS. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & Co. have re- 
ceived instructions from the Trustees of the late George Offor, 
Esq., to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank of 
England, on THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 27, theabove very eligible 
PROPERTIES; on the expiration of the existing leases very largely 
increased rents will accrue, as premiums were, in most cases, taken in 
considerati n of the low rents, and the value of this particular class 
of property is moreover continually increasing. 
Particulars when ready, may be obtained of 
J. M. CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., Solicitor, 30, Basinghall-street. E.C. ; 
atthe Mart; and of Messrs. GAUSDEN, ELLIS, & Co., 18, Old Broad- 
street, London, E C. 





place. 
\ ESSRS. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & CO. have re- 
4¥.8 , ceived instructions from the Trustees of the late George Offor, 
Esq ,{to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank of 
England. on THURSDAY, NOV. 27, at TWO o'clock precisely, TWO 
FRr EHOLD COTTAGES, Nos. 9 and 10, Hope-place, leading out of the 
Whitechapel-road, oppo-ite the London Hospital, let to weekly tenants 
at rents producing £/6 per annum. 
Particulars may be had of 

J. M. CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., Solicitor, 30. Basinghall-street, E.C.; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. GADSVEN. ELLIS & Co., 18, Old Broad - 
street, London, E.C, 





For Peremptory Sale.—Maida-vale.—Two desirable, commodious Family 
Residences, for Inventment or Occnpation. Ss 

ESSRS. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & CO. will SELL 

by AUCTION. at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank of Eng- 

land, on THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 27, TWO commodious semi- 

detached RESIDENCES, Nos. | and 2, St. Leonard’s villas, situate at 

the corner of Clifton-road and St. Leonard’s-terrace. They are very 

spacious, conveniently planned, and are suitable for a large family, 

school, or institution, possessing uninterrupted views, and overlook the 

ornamental! gardens inthe rear. No.1 is let on an agreement for a 

lease. No. 2 is in hand, and immediate possession may be had. Held 
for long terms at low gronnd rents.—May be viewed. 

Particulars may be had of 
H. WELLINGTON VALLANCE, Esq., Solicitor, 33, Moorgate- 


street ; : 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & 0O., 18, Old Broad- 
street, London, E.C. 





Grimble and Co.’s Distillery.— In re George Motion’s Bankruptcy. 
M R. JOHN WHITTAKER ELLIS (of the firm of 
= Gadsten, Ellis, and Co.), the nerson appointed by the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy, will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, Bank of England, on FRIDAY, DECEMBER 19, at TWO 
o'clock precisely, the highly important PROPERTY, known as the 
Albany-street Distillery, carried on by Messrs. Grimble and Co., 
together with the Goodwill thereto attached ; also the valuable fixed 
Plant end Machinery, arranged in the most judicious manner for the 
conduct of an extensive business as rectifiers, distillers, and wine mer- 
chants. The premises are s'tuate near to the Portiand-road Station, 
and within easy distance of the Great Western, Midland, Great Nor- 
thern, and London and North-Western Railway Termini; they are 
bounded by Albany-street, Redhill-street, and Cumberland street West. 
The principal entrance in Albany-street is of an imposing character, 
with gateway entrauce, and the area occupied is about 33,700 superficial 
feet, The manufacturing premises comprise the foreign warehouse, 
the English warehouse and cordial room, @ substantial and lofty 
building, containing the oak spirit backs, gauging 26, 800 gallons, three 
seis brass barrel lift pumps, cold liquor tank, worm tank and copper 
spirit safes. The stillhouse, with copper stills capable of rectifying 
about 3,000 gallons, set of three throw brass barrel spirit pumps, three 
brass barrel lift pumps, and a wrought-iron Cornish steam boiler. 

house with six-horse high preasure table engine, a wrought- 
fron elephant boiler, cast-iron plunger pump, and a set of gan metal 
lift pumps from well, the raw spirit werehouse with 110 gallon copper 
still and oak vats, gauging 6,000 gallons. There is a ee 
and the genera! buildings comprise bottle rh se cooper’s shop, ling 





with 10 stalisand eight loose boxes, harness 's rooms, and 
large lofts, van shed, coachhouse, cask store, and spacious and well- 


arrangéd wine cellars, with separate entrance in Cumberland-stray 
West; a deep Artesian well affords an inexhaustible supply of pure 
water. The offices comprise waiting room, laboratory or store ‘ 
with wine cellar beneath, large clerk’s office, two private offices, 
room, and porter’s room. The residence is most convenient, and 
tains seven bed rooms, dressing room, and bath room, entrance 
three reception rooms, one with French windows leading to ; 
garden; the domestic offices are ample. The property is held 
the Crown for a term whereof nearly 44 years are unexpired, at 
nominal rent of £162 18s. per annum. The purchaser will have 
option of taking such of the book debts and loans as he may think fit, 
Every information as to the extent and character of the busines, 
valuations, &c., may be obtained of 
Measrs. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & CO., of whom also cards to view 
be had. Printed particulars may, in due course, be obtained 
Messrs. FLUX & CO., Solicitors, 3, East India-avenue, Leadenhall. 
street, E.C.; of 
Meet H, F, and E. CHESTER, Solicitors, 86, Newington-butts, 
S.E.; 0 “ 
Messrs. LINKLATERS & CO., Solicitors, 7,” Walbrook, E.C. ; 
at the Mart ; and of Messrs. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & Co., 18 Old 
street, London.—Dated this {3th day of November, 1873, (Signed) P, 
H. Pepys, Registrar. 





Whitechapel-road.—Capital Freahold Investment, comprising extensive 
Business Premises, in a good situation, opposite the London Hospital ; 
let on lease at a rental of £210 per annum, and for many years og 
cupied as a pawnbroker’s. 

RS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
are instructed by the Mortgagees te SELL at the MART, on 

TUESDAY, NOV. 25, at TWO, the valuable FREEHOLD PREM! 

knewn as Nos, 124 and 125, Whitechapel-road, consisting of two house 

with pawnbroker’s shop, and a spacious warehouse of four floors in the 
rear. The property has a frontage of 30ft. 6 by a total depth of 

about 9ift, 6, andis let to Messrs. Bell and George for a term of 9 

years from Midsummer, 1873, at £210 per annum, ‘I'he rent being well 

secured, from the fact that an old-established business is carried on 
upon the premises, and that a premium of £500 was paid for the lease 
by the present tenants, the property is very suitable as an investment 
for trustees. 
Particulars of 
Messrs, SHEFFIELD & SONS, Solicitors, 52, Lime-street, Leaden- 
hall-street ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


M ESSRS. DEBENHAM.TEWSON & FARMER'S 
L LIST uf ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C, 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for ingore 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month. 


‘STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs. Ventom, Butt, & Coorsr’s Monthly Register, contain 

ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 

Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments generally, 

may te had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owner 

having properties for disposal are invited to send fall particulars tothe 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 


CHANCERY-LANE.—OLEARANCE SALE, 
4 —The remaining STOCK of high-class WINES, lying in the 
above / cellars, comprising Ports and Sherries of tho hignest 
and most esteemed shippers, some of great age, in bottle; Perrier 
Jouet, Moet and Chandon, and other Champagnes; Chateau Margaux 
Claret, vintage 1869; Muscat de Lunel, Red Hermitage, and some 
choice Brandy, bottled in France; which will be SOLD by AU! A 
by Messrs THURGOOD & DURHAM, at the Cellars, as above, on 
FRIDAY, 28th NOVEMBER, 1873, at Une for Two o'clock. 
The wines may be tasted the day prior and on the day of sale, aud 
catalogues obtained at the place of sale, or of the AucTionesns, 123, 
Chancery.lane, London, and Stoney Stratford, Bucks. 














LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONUON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the adv: 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continaed 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officia!ly stamped forms for advertite- 
went and file of “ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


a 





Ewery description of Printing. 
Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
A Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Ne pers 
Pamphlets Circulars 
— Posters 
Ru Handbills, &&., &. 





Siig 


